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DEDICATION. 



TO THE RIGHT HONORABLE THE LORD CHANCELLOR, 



AND 



THE LORDS' COMMITTEES FOR PRIVILEGES 



IN THE HOUSE OV LORDS. 



My LoBDa, 

In thus assuming to dedicate to your Lordships the present work, 
I have been induced thereto from an observation once made to your Lordships by the 
late Lord Redesdale, when the Leigh peerage claim was pending before your Committees, 
^ That it was much to be regretted that when such daims were brought forward for your 
consideration, you had only the ex parte statement of the claimant to guide your judg- 
ment ; in which statement everything was excluded, saving what tended to show the 
claimant's descent as particularly confined thereto ; and in many instances merely sup- 
ported by personal testimony, where legal documentary evidence might be obtained, if 
not fearfully evaded to be researched after.^ Thus ancient wills, which might cast a 
light upon the claimant's deduction from the first baron, are seldom, if ever brought for- 
ward ; which in some respect may arise from not knowing where they were to be^found 
prior to a certain period ; as, for instance, in tlie Registry of the Pren^tive Court of the 
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Archbishop of York^ the Index commences only with the reign of Richard 11.^ though 
there are therein many wills of long antecedent date, which the Registrar will not per- 
mit to be inspected ; and this may be the case in the courts of other bishops ; and proba- 
bly is so in that of Canterbury. Parochial registers are often said to be deficient, though 
research in the returns to the diocesan registry might not unfrequently supply the defi- 
ciency ; as likewise researches in the various peculiar Jurisdictions might elicit proofs 
which are reputed not to be anywhere found. But these kind of researches might (if 
made) tend to place the line of a claimant in a very different course to the one he is 
desirous to establish. I might make reference to some titles, but it would be invidious 
to name them ; and indecorous to your lordships, after having made your decisions in 
their favour. 

The pages of this work are therefore (but not without diffidence) compiled to show 
the origin of every barony, from its first commencement by writ of summons to parlia- 
ment, to the time when it became (as presumed) extinct, or terminated in an heir gene- 
ral in dormancy ; or in coheirs general in abeyance between them ; accompanied with 
such remarks as appear explanatory of their course of descent. 

Sir William Dugdale, in his so highly estimated History of the Baronage of England, 
has omitted all account of divers eminent persons who sometimes were summoned to 
pariiament for a shorter, or longer period, and their heirs occasionally after them for 
several parliaments, and then their descendants thereafter never any more summoned, 
although long continuing. 

From your lordships' recorded decisions, that a writ of summons attended with a 
proof of sitting creates what is commonly called a barony in fee, it is to be inferred that 
many of these persons from whom descendants are existing, did, by virtue of their writs 
of summons, acquire such a barony as their said descendants, and extant representatives, 
may at this day be entitled to claim. 

To supply the omission of Dugdale, the second volume of this work will be found 
to contain an account of these baranes pretermisri, and in that respect never having been 
noticed by any genealogical author, before myself, I am emboldened to hope that the 
concentrated contents of the two volumes may be useful to your lordships, when clainui 
to long dormant baronies shall be referred to you for investigation* 
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On these occasions it may be remarked, that the generality of claims are for title 
which during centuries hare lain dormant, and unpretended to, although through that 
long period the heirs were in most instances persons of far superior estate to some of 
diose who more recently have thought fit to seek their reviTal; a circumstance implying 
a doubt as to the said titles being personal descendable peerage honours ; or casting a 
reflection upon their ancestors for the little estimation in which they held their right of 
lordly succession. But now the anxiety for peerage rank seems to rage like an influenza; 
which your lordships are brought to encounter, and decide whether it runs in the blood 
like an hereditary gout, or is the effect of pure imagination. 

I have the honour to remain, 

My Lords, 

' With all due respect. 

Your Lordships' obdt. servt, 
York, March, 1844. 

T. C. BANKS. 
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So many claims to ancient peerages^ many of which had been dormant for centuries, 
having of late years been preferred to the Lords' Committees of Privileges for decision, 
the subject has excited a doubt whether in some instances the claimants have not been 
induced to come forward, relying more upon their influence, than the merits of their pre^ 
tensions. The most of these titles aspired to have been those denominated Baronies by 
Writ, oras usually styled Baronies in Fee ; being descendable to the heir female of an 
elder, before the heir male collateral of a younger branch. 

How sparing queen Elizabeth was in conferring the peerage honour is sufficiently 
manifested when it shall be stated that such men as Sir Nicholas Bacon, Lord Keeper in 
1559; Sir Thomas Bromley, Lord Keeper in 1579; Sir Christopher Hatton in 1587, Sir 
John Puckering in 1 592,. Sir Thomas Egerton in 1596, Sir Francis Walsingham, Sir 
Francis Knowleys, Sir John Perrot, (supposed a natural son of king Henry VIIL), Sir 
Philip and Sir Robert Sydney, Sir Francis and Sir Horace Vere, Sir Fulke Grevill, Sur 
Walter Raleigh, Sir Francis Drake, Sir Robert Cecil, Sir Nicholas ThrogmortQii, Sir 
Walter Mildmay of Apthorp, Sir John Fortescue of Salden, Sir William Fitz William, 
Deputy of Ireland ; Sir Thomas Smith, a most learned person ; Sir Thomas Randolph, 
Sir James Croft, Governor of Berwick ; Sir Henry Gates, Sir Roger Manwood, Chief 
Baron of the Exchequer ; Sir Christopher Wray, a learned judge ; Sir Henry Killigrew, 
Sir James Dyer, a judge; Sir William Pelham, Lord Justice of Ireland; Sir William 
Bingham, Marshall of Ireland ; Sir Arthur Chichester, Sir Thomas Roper, Sir Henry 
Unton of Wadley, of the blood Royal ; Sir Geffery Fenton, Sir Martin Frobisher, and 
Sir John and Sir Henry Hawkins, famous sea captains ; with many other most eminent 
persons, distinguished by their merits, bravery, or their services, could never obtain 
promotion to the rank of Peerage Honour. But on the death of the Queen, and the 
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accession of king James L^ new arrangement at Court, new distinctions, and new modes 
of life turned everything topsy turvy.* 

Since then, through the succeeding reigns, so large has been the number, and so 
indiscriminate the selection of Peers, most especially during late years, that there are few 
country gentlemen of tolerable fortune, and any ancient noble blood in their veins, who 
have not thought themselves qualified for similar distinction, and felt their pride excited 
by the exaltation of some less meritorious, and qualified of their acquaintance, and on 
dkis account I am prone to believe the information c<mtained in these volumes, will be 
found interesting. 

The subject of this work has been divided into two parts, viz., the first volume con- 
taining an account of those persons who are mentioned by Sir William Dugdak to have 
bad summons to parliament as barons of the realm ; the second vcdume embracing an 
aecount of divers eminent persons noticed in his Lists of Summons to have been simi- 
larly called to parliament by writ, and therein ranked among the earls and other barons, 
and yet totally passed over in the text of his celebrated Baronage. 

The Barony by Writ being Uie most valuable portion of the peerage dignity, (though 

.' In Geirase Holles's memoin of his own family, speaking of bis coam John fioEes (afterwards earl of Clan) 
he says, — "A bill having been filed against Sir John Holies, in the Star Chamber, Ibr holding conferences with Ger- 
lit and Garnet, (two Jesnits,) at their ezeention, thon^ he made his defence to the great satisfection of hia hnaren, 
yst he was committed to the Fleet, where he continned a prisoner some weekp, ontil at last he came out a baron ^ 
England, being so created the 9th July, 1616. For this dignity he paid the then faTorite, the duke of Bnckingham, 
tea thousand poonds sterling: for after the entrance of king James, the sale of hononrs was become a trade at Court; 
and while the Dnke liyed, scarce any man acquired an honour, but such as were either kindred, or had the fortune or 
misfortune to marry with his kindred, or mistresses, or paid a round sum of money for it. Nor, indeed, did thai 
way of merchandise cease all the reign of Charles I., whidi was one cause, and not the least of his misfortunes. I 
have heard the earl of Clare often inveigh bitterly against it : and he would usually call it Umpordl «itMoiiy. I !•• 
member that I once took (he liberty (hearing him so earnest on that subject) to ask him how he could purchase 
himself, seeing he condemned the king for selling ? He said that he obsertfed merit to be no medhtm to an honorary 
rewards thai he saw divert pertone who he thought deeerved a» Utile a» hinuelf either in their pertone or eaiate, by 
thai means leap over his head, and therefore seeing the market open, and finding his purse not unfnmishedfor it, 
he was persuaded to wear his money as other men had done. About dght yean after his creatiM>n of baron, for fiw 
thousand pounds sterling he was advanced to the earldom of Clare. It was not a little considered at, that he could 
obtain this title as the lord Rich, when he was created, was desirous of it ; and the king's council after several debates 
about it, concluded, that since the first earls of Clare determined, the honor of Clare had ever been conferred upon % 
Prince of the blood royal, and therefore not to be allowed to a meaner subject. But the power that procured the 
dignity, which was the duke of Buckmgham, prevailed for the title. Whereupon the lord Rich was created earl of 
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not the highest in rank) as not limited to any specific course of succession, bat open to 
be inherited by the heir male or female of the baron first summoned to parliament, has 
led to the compilation of these volumes, with a view that by the concentration of those 
mentioned by Dugdale, with those omitted by him, a more general history of the Barony 
by Writ may be set forth, than has hitherto been publbhed in any printed peerage ; so 
that by this concentration an information may be afforded to many of rights whidi 
before they were not aware to be vested in them* 

I know that it has been asserted, that ^^formerhf the study of geneahgy was almost 
exclttswely confined to those to whom itprofessionally belonged,'^ The truth of this asser- 
tion may be admitted so far, that it is certain they were the most fitting to make publi- 
cation of genealogical works ; but it is unfortunate for them, that such as any of them 
have published, have ever been more or less inaccurate, or defective, and contradictory 
to each other. On this point examples may be readily adduced in the animadversions 
of Brooke upon the errors of the learned Camden, the retort of Camden upon Brockets 
ignorance, Vincent's bitter exposition of Brooke's blunders, and Hornby's severe remarks 
upon Dugdale's misrepresentations : even Milles's Catalogue of Honour, commonly called 
^ Glover's Book,^' is not without many errors, although compiled from the MS. of that 
highly extolled herald, denominated par excellence ^^the Divine Glover,^' to whom Milles 
was nephew and executor. 

The instance of Sir William Dethick, Garter King of Arms, who was found guilty 
of forging a false pedigree for Rotherham, against Anthony, Ekirl of Kent, for the barony 
of Grey de Ruthyn ; (vide case in Collins's Baronies by Writ) and that of Mr. Radcliffe;, 
the Herald, some years ago, furnish proo& that many of the MSS. in the College of 
Mystification are not so pure as to be relied upon without suspicion ; and that the mem- 
bers of that Society, to which the study of Genealogy did formerly exclusively belong^ are 
not more capable or competent to publish genealogical history than Collins, Edmondson, 
or the late Sir Egerton Bridges, who were never professionally of the Heraldic School, 
but whose Peerage editions stand prominent in public estimation. 

Among the MSS. in the repertoriimi of the College of Absolute Wisdom and Exclu- 
sive Knowledge are the County Visitations made by the Heralds at sundry times, many 
of which are of a somewhat extraordinary nature as having very frequently blanks left 
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for the name, or christian names of the wives and children of persons whose pedigrees 
are certified therein. Tet it cannot be imagined that those who subscribed these entries 
of their families were unknowing of whom they married, or of the duistian name of their 
own children. Why then should these frequent blanks occur ? The reason may readily 
be conceived ; that they were left to answer some future sinister purpose, as for example ; 
when some one migrated from the counter to a title, should wish to have his descent 
drawn out, so as to show he was derived from some ancestor of noble or ancient lineage, 
these blanks could thereafter be filled up, and thus the vacuum be made to answer the 
interested cupidity of the herald, and the ambition of the party; which, thereby, could 
thenceforth pride himself with others of similar rank. The humorous dialogue of the 
Cow Dung and Apple swimming down the stream seems depictive of such a case, where 
the cow dung for the sake of courteous conversation says to its companion, '' How we 
two apples swim.'' 

I am not so presumptuous as to suj^pose these volumes are without errors ; yet I 
trust they are not many $ nor more than are to be found in works published by those to 
whom the Hudy of genealogy ptofessumaUy belonged. Dugdale I hajve most certainly fxA^ 
lowed, as considering him the most, approved and appreciated «uthor of genealogical 
history. Where I have differed from him, I have referred to the authorities for so doio^, 
as I have for my statements in general ; nevertheless, I fully expect the severe remarks 
of reviewers, and malignant critics — ^the heathen gods by whose capricious judgment 
poor authors may be sentenced to rise or felL Brides these castigators, I have to look 
to the probability of being Burked^ at a future day; but whatever may take place, I have 
only to observe that with this edition I take my leave of the puMic as an author, and 

" Heralds and Critic»» that abuiive throng, 
May aa they pleaae, ^eak of me right or wrong ; 
llieir praise will noTer give me any pride, 
Their spite, I heed not, and their snarls deride.'* 

In the Appendix to the second volume is an account of the first settlement of the 
Scots in Nova Scotia, the occupation of the country by them, and the institution of the 

» This is a cant term deriTed from a person of the name, who was eKeooted at Edinbini^, some yean ago» for 
making nse of the lining to the conyersion of his own gain, and seems applicable to one who pirates the work of a 
lifing auflior, and palms it on the world as his own. 
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Order of Knights Baronets therein. No similar account has ever before been published ; 
andj indeed, the several writers who have attempted to show the said first settlement^ 
have made most erroneous representations in asserting that Sir William Alexander, after 
his grant from the crown, sold the country to the French, and that king Charles I., by 
the treaty of St. Germains, ceded it to them. The contrary of all this will be substan- 
tiated by the Documents herein set forth. 

With regard to the Knights Baronets created in virtue of the powers g^ven to Sir 
William Alexander by the charters of king James and Charles I., it will appear that they 
had confirmed to them the occupation of the lands from the acquirement whereof they 
derived their titles, with a special promise from the king, '* in verbo principis/* that if at 
any time they should be obliged by circumstances to yield their possession, they should * 
have compensation made to diem. 

The usurpation of the territory by the French, which continued for many years, 
deprived the baronets from the enjoyment of the settlements they had made ; and the dis- 
tractions of the civil war otherwise embroiled them, and reduced many to poverty : so 
that denuded of their estates, few but the more opulent ever after assumed their titles. 
Such was the case with my family : nevertheless, length of time of non usage does not 
extinguish the inherent and hereditary right ; while a new order of events has restored 
the country to the British sovereignty, and thereby revived the said rights of those 
baronets whose ancestors were first enfeofied in their lands. 

Particular circumstances taking me to America some years ago, I there became 
informed (by the inspection of the public records) of the mistaken notion that Sir William 
Alexander had ever sold Nova Scotia to tiie French, or that king Charles had ceded it 
to them ; and after my return, making investigation into the records of Scotland, I therein 
foimd those documents which are now printed — showing that the territorial rights of the 
original baronets of Nova Scotia still attach, claimable by their descendants and hdrs 
representative. 

Having had the opinion of eminent American counsel, as well as English, on this 
important point, I made application some years ago to the then Lords of the Treasury, 
on the subject of claim ; but most singularly the objections made by them were founded 
on the very same ground as the French commissioners, after the treaty of Utrecht, made 
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against the pretepsions of the British Crown^ which were so ably^ and clearly nullified 
by the answers of the English commissioners, and completely sustained. Failing thus 
in my representation to the Lords of the Treasury, I was advised to present a petition 
to her Majesty, praying respectfully for a compensation, instead of making a demand 
for the restoration of right. The Petition was as follows : — 



« TO THE QUEENS MOST EXCELLENT MAJESTY. 
" THE Petition of Sir Thomas C. Banks, Baronet, N. S., Humbly Shbwbtr — 

''That your petitioner's ancestor, (whose heir he is,) Sir Walter Banks, (then bear- 
ing the name of Norton, by family settlements,) was created a baronet of Nova Scotia, 
the 18th Jmie, 1635, with limitation ^Haredibus mis moiculiSy et aasignatis quibuscunquey 
and with a grant of lands, pursuant to the reserved covenants in the charters of king 
James, and Charles L, by which the institution of the order of Nova Scotia baronets was 
first contemplated, and afterwards perfected ; which lands erected into a barony are thus 
described in the registry of sasines, preserved and remaining in the office of Public Rec- 
ords at Edinburgh, viz : 

'^ ' Beginning from the west side of the land, and barony of Bambow, belon^ng 
heritably to Sir John Gascoigne, of Bambow, in the county of York, knight and bar- 
onet, and lying on the north side of the river called the Great Schibone, in Cape Breton, 
passing towards the west from the said barony, ascending the river for the space of three 
miles, keeping always the river for the boundary thereof on the south, and from thence 
passing northward for the space of six miles, keeping always three miles in breadth, and 
six in length, and the said barony for the boundary thereof towards the east.^ 
* ♦* That after your petitioner's ancestor the said Sir Walter Banks (otherwise Norton) 
had been so created a baronet, and had sasine of his barony aforesaid, he, as well as 
divers other Nova Scotia baronets, had their territories forcibly entered upon by the 
French, who took possession of, and retained the same till the peace of Aix-la-Chapelle, 
when Nova Scotia, with the Canadas, and Cape Breton, were finally quit-claimed, and 
restored to Great Britain ; on which ev^nt the rights of the respective baronets returned 
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to the existiiig heirs of the original grantees ; the possession of the French being accord- 
ing to the opinions of Attorney-General, and SoUcitor-Gteneral, York and Talbot, only 
a suspension of rights, and the re-acquirement by the crown of England, a restoration 
thereof. 

''That your petitioner is advised that the length of time of non-claim which has 
passed over, either on the part of your petitioner or any of his predecessors, is no bar to 
his present right of recovery of his aforesaid barony, prescription being specially exchxded 
in the original royal charters of institation, creation, and investitare. 

''That your petitioner is by no means inclined to enter into controversy with your 
Majesty's Grovemment, in so much as to uige the words of lord Brougham (when a 
Commoner), ^the mUgect and the crown do not go into court upon equal terms.^ But as 
there is at this time an immense extent of waste and uncultivated land both in the 
Canadas and Nova Scotia, he presumes to say, he should be satisfied by a grant of so 
much of the said lands in either district as would be equivalent to the extent of those 
granted to his ancestor in Cape Breton. 

" That although your petitioner is confident in the legality of his daim, as manifested 
in the proceedings of another baronet in the Court of Session at Edinburgh, yet he is 
equally aware that to enter into a suit with the crown is to incur enormous expense, 
vexation of mind, and the exhaustion of those years, which under the beneficence of 
the Almighty are better spent in peace than in litigation ; he having during a long life 
experienced that to uige claims upon the British Government through the medium of the 
law, is as vain as the endeavour of a man to roll a stone up to heaven. But he never- 
theless feek consoled in his misfortunes, that if this his petition is not acceded to, he is 
only like those noble lords and others who hold an empty title without a fortune to sup- 
port it; depicting as it were a caput mortuum, where the brains, the intellectaal part, are - 
gone, and the skull, or worthless part still remains;. 

" Wherefore your petitioner humbly prays your majesty to take into your royal 
consideration that he is at the advanced age of seventy-three, has long been the author 
of many literary works, patronized by your excellent royal grand&ther, by His Majesty 
Geoi^e IV., and by your illustrious father the Duke of Kent; that his £unily have served 
their county both on the sea and land service, and particularly his relative Ci^tain 



Vlll. PREFACE. 

Francis Bioiks of the Rbyal Navy, idio commanded the reinforcement from America, 
which was the cause of taking the important city of the Haranna from the Spaniards, and 
was mentioned in high terms by Admiral Sir Oeoige Pocock, amuitmcing its surrender ; 
that though oppressed with severe misfortunes, accompanied with the most base ingrati* 
tode, he remains an Englishman, and your Majesty's loyal subject, and finally he humbly 
prays that your Majesty actuated by the principles of justice which he is certain you at 
all time wish to have exercised, will, out of your royal grace, cause to be conceded to him 
the restoration of the rights he has set fortli, or a due compensation for tiiem. 

And your Majesty's petitioner will ever pray, &c* 

(Signed) T. C. BANKS. 



To this petition the following answer was returned. 

Ihwiidng Street, I2th September, 1837- 
Sir, 

I am directed by lord Glenelg to inform you that he has received, and has had 
the honour to lay at the foot of the throne, your petition to her majesty, of the 23rd ul- 
timo, setting forth your titie to certain lands in Nova Scotia in consequence of a grant 
to your ancestor in 1635, and praying that in order to avoid the necessity of litigation with 
the crown to establish your rights, you may have a grant equivalent to that which your 
daim, either in the Canadas, or Nova Scotia. In reply I am to acquaint you that it is not 
in the power of her Mi^esty's government to exempt you from the necessity of estab- 
lishing by due course of law, yOur title to the property which you daim in Nova Scotia. 

I have the honour to be 

Sib, 
Tour most obedt. servt. 
(Signed) GEORGE GREY. 

To Sib Thomas C. Banks, Babt., &c., &c. 



To tins answer I have only to observe, that if I proceeded by action against the 
Crown, and affcer an enormous expense, and delay, eventually succeeded, I certainly 
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should not be under any obligation to the crown^ I should then acquire the lands e^ 
juT€i and not ex gratid, and consequently not entertain those sentiments of respect which 
a contrary conduct might have iiflpressed on me with a grateful feeling. 

The approach to Majesty in England is very different to that which Frederick the 
Great allowed to the meanest of his subjects in Prussia ; or Napoleon, the illustrious Em- 
peror, to those in France. 

In having made this lengthy dilation on the case of the Nova Scotia Baronets, I 
have been induced thereto from believing that they are not aware of the recoverable in- 
terests which they have under the grants made to their ancestors, and are now of a very 
valuable nature. Were they in a collective body to bring their claims before parliament, 
they might obtain a more favourable attention, than I, as an humble individual, divested 
of property, and without weight of influence to support me, have met with. 

It is to be remembered that this fine colony was acquired to the British Dominions, 
not at the expense of the Sovereign, or of the country, but by the undertaking, of an 
individual who ruined his fortune in the adventure ; while those who, by the king's invi- 
tation, were drawn in to become his associates, and purchase portions of land to have an 
high hereditary honour conferred upon them, sacrificed their property for the same pur- 
pose, seduced by a promise in verbo principiSf that they should have compensation made 
to them in case at any time they should be compelled to evacuate their possessions. An 
inherent right of territory therefore remains in the heirs representative of these persons. 
It is a debt due from the crown to them to discharge, and of a nature far more strongly 
founded in justice, than those grants which British ministers, firom time to time have 
made to persons, witiiout any other reason, than a bonus for their support and influence* 
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BARONIA AN6LICA CONCENTRATA. 



DISSERTATION UPON THE ORIGIN 



OF 



NOBILITY AND HEREDITARY HONOURS. 



Without entering too particularly into the History of the rise and progress of the 
Feudal law, it may be sufficient to observe, that according as at the time of the Conquest, 
it was understood and practised in France, it flourished in full vigour in Normandy; not 
that the customs of Normandy were entirely the same with tiiose of France, each pro- 
vince of that kingdom having dutinct and different customaries, though all founded upon 

the same principle-* BjSST^oU. 

What were the Military Tenures in England, during the time of the Saxons, is not 
exactly ascertained, nor understood — ^that such kind of Tenures in England existed is 
beyond a doubt ; and it is probable they underwent some, if not a very great alteration 
by the accession of William the Conqueror to the Throne, and that he established many 
feudal customs for law, which he brought with him firom Normandy.* 

With respect to the orders and Titles of Dignity in England after the Conquest, 
they were for several centuries only of two kinds, viz. Earls and Barons : they were 
both founded similarly upon actual territorial possessions, though at this day, they have 
become merely personal honours, and names of dignity, shorn of their officiary functions, 
and co-ordinate estates. Of this Nobility, the denomination of Baron is considered to 
have superseded and to have supplied the place of the Saxon Thane, and was introduced 
from France, where it denoted a person who held a feudum nobUe, with the right of ad-, 
ministering justice in criminal and civil causes ; and here in England, signified a person 

A In the proem of the Castomarj of Nonnandy, which is intitled DeteripUo Normtamim it if aiaerted that Edward 
the Confeiflor, king of England, gave the Engliah Laws to the Normans when he wai lo long iheltered there : this 
point is also witnessed by Ckronica CS^nm i eorum.^'Vide Lord Whitelocic's speech in 1660, printed in Whiteloek's 
Memorials of English aifaira. 
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holding his lands immediately of the king ; and having a certain number of free tenants 
holding of him; with a courts in which he administered justice to his tenants. The words 

* Qloss. p. 79. of Spehnan are. viz: * '^ Baranes autem antique estimandi sunt qui in 9uis domtntis de UtP- 
bug coffrufecebanip et liOrocinHi ; comuetudinei habentes, qua» Smc^ Soe, Team^ Iirfangtkeife, 

t 2 Inrt. 6. OuifanfftJieife, Furcas^ SfC. appellant — -/^ Hence chief-justice Coke says^t that in an- 
cient records ^^the baronage included all the nobility of England; because regularly all 
noblemen were barons, though tliey had a higher title.*^ 

Some writers^ (and^ indeed^ Spelman melines to that oimiioii)^ have thought^ that 
baron, and tenant in capite, were synonimous^ yet probably^ they were led into that no- 

X Mod. Tenen. tion from the representation of old historians and the ancient modus.! Thus, the tenure 

de Laids. ^^ ^ thirteen knights' fees, and a third part in capite of the crown, has been, by some, re- 
puted to have constituted a baron of the realm. But, by reference to the publie records, 
it will be seen^ that it was always the giuility, and not the quantity of the tenure, which 
gave right to the baronial honour ; a fact, which the instances of Abergavenny and of 
Berkeley clearly evidence; for neither of those castles or territories, were holden in 
capite at eveir the service of ^^ kmghts^ fees ; they were, however, holden per baroniam, 

§ videCoUins't aiHl tiist tcimre § was admitted to render l^em, ab origine, feudal baronies and parlia- 
menfary deities, by prescription, in the constant usage of writs of summons, as barons. 
M udox in his History of the Exchequer, observes that, the Tenure in Barony consti- 
fotad the Been^, not the number of knights^ fees : thus infeoftnent without any special 
or formal words of creation, conferred the baronial dignity, which was fee simple, but 
Hableto cessation on aHenatbn of the lands; and therefore the dignity, or title of a baron 
WM not descendable in the blood of die grantee after ceasing possession of the hnd. 

Moreover, there iff no foundation for thinking barony, and tmare in capite, to be 
terms synoni motts, because, in the instance of Philip de Mamrion, who died the 30 

llEMh.20Edw. Edw. I.|| it was found, that he died seised of lite castle of IWtworth, holden in capite, 
by tihe service of three hdghU? fees ; and of the manor of Scrivelby in com* Line, holden 
in capite per baroniam ; which two tenures were distinct services, — ^the one being to find 
£hree men for forty diays fbr the Welsh wars — the other being for general service in the 
fiefitt, or council, as the king should command. Rirthermore, upon the authority of die 

t p. 370. case of Fttmtvd, cited by Mr. Madox, in his History of the Erchequer,^ it appears, 
Aat, Aongh every boron, properiy so called, was a tenant in capite, yet a tenant in capite 
was not by reason of his tenure a b^ron, for the number of tenants in capite was aboays 
mereasinff, but that of the feudal barons always decreased. 

It certainly is clear that the term,, tenant in capite, is, or was, equally applicable to 
all service«^far lands or seignories holden of the crown, since what distinguishes a baroA 
from aU othet tenaata in. eapite, oaiuM>t be the want of meann]ty between himself and the 
crown, for that is common to them all, but must be the reservation of some paitieatKr 
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MnieeB of a miperior nature to the others^ fit only to be performed bf the peiwm of a 

baron, and which were supplied in the phrase, ^ temereper bttromtm/* Thus in the in<- 

stance of Philip de Marmion,* before cited, nxunerous documents in the public aicluTes l.'*^ ^^ 

shew, that he held the manor of Scrivelby *^per baronktm, and by ike servke vf being 

tampion to the kinffs of England, on the dag of their coroiMstUmf* a sendee which of aU 

others, denumded one of a noble state and dcigree to execute ; to which example may be 

added, that of Abergavenny, which appears to have been holden by barony and by ser* 

jeanty, as in CoUins's Ftoliamentary Precedents may be found very fully detailed. 

That a barony was a tenure in capite, and immediately subject to Ihe orown, is evi- 
dent from the record, temp. Eidw* Ill.f viz. ^' Bex., &c. sciatis quod, &c. Riehardus t Rot P^t. 27 
comes Arundel, 24^ Octobris, fecit nobis homagium pro barofma ma de Bromfield & m. s! 
Tale; quam idem comes de nobis tenet in capite tanquam coronas nostras Angliea inmie- 
diite subjectam/' And therefore, it often happened in the case of amerciaments, that, 
when any man thou^t himself aggrieved by being amerced ae a baron, he would plead, 
that he was not a baron, (though at the same time he would admit himself to be a tenant 
in capUe,) ^^ gyia nU tenmt per baroniamJ* 

It may be observed, that the whole of parliamentary business, as attendant upon 
the service of the baron, is reducible to the heads of either advice or consent! the first 
of these is to be considered as a feudal service, performable to the king, as superior lord 
of their fiefs ; — ^the second is extra-feodal, j: and depends upon those prinoiples of liberty, % west'f E&- 
that were conwion to all the Gothic nations. ^^^' 

Every tenant per baroniam, did homage to the king, by virtue of which he was 
oUiged, whenever summoned, to attend him. The profession of homage comprehended 
in it, that the tenant was obliged, i$der alia, to serve his lord with his counsel and 
advice ; and for this reason, most if not all of the ancient writs of summons run in these 
terms : trig* Vobis mandamus fide et homagio quibue nobis tenemim ; which words Sir * 
Henry Spelman,§ and lord chief-justice Coke|| think to relate only to Hatfeodal barons. § in gums. 
The chief-justice adds, that the reason why the barons are now summoned solely in fide ^ ^ ^^^' ^' * 
et Kgeantid, is, because that there are no feodal baronies extant, though it be certain that 
several barons who were feodal, have been also summoned in fide et ligeantid. Hence, 
though a summons in homagio, is an argument that they were feudal barons, a summons 
in fide et Ugeantid, is no proof they were not so. 

Whatever notions are now entertained of an attendance in parliament as an honour, 
a privilege, &c., yet, in the earlier ages of our monarchy it was looked upon in a quite 
different light ; and was esteemed to be a service — a burthen, incident to the tenure of 
their lands, from which many were desirous to be delivered* The clergy even complained 
of them as a burthen and imposition upon the church ; and, therefor^ when they were 
summoned to parliament, many of them would petition to be discharged finom their 
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attendance^ upon a suggestion that they held no lands per baroniam ; as in the case of the 
* Rot. Pat. 26 abbot of Leicester^ who, by patent under the great seal, in the 26 Edw. III.,* was re- 
in. 22. ^ leased from all attendance on parliament. 

t Selden'8 Tit. Similar is the example of the abbot of St. James, Northampton,t who, being sum- 

moned to parliament the 12 Edw. II., petitioned to be discharged upon a suggestion, 
that he was not a tenant per baroniam : the words are, ^ Non tenet per barordam, nee de 
rege in capUe sed tantum in puram et perpetuam eleemosynam, &c. unde petit remediem, 
&c.'^ Here it appears that (as before mentioned) the tenants per baroniamy as well as 
the other tenants in capite were obliged to attend in parUament when summoned ; but, 
nevertheless, the quality of their rank was defined by the manner in which they were 
distinguished, by the writ of summons addressed to them on such occasions. 

At what precise time the form of creating a baron by writ first took place appears 
to be very equivocal, for certain it is that the 17th article of Magna Charta says, viz. 
^^ And for the assessing of scutages, we shall cause to be summoned the archbishops, 
bishops, barons, earls, and great barons of the realm, singly y by our letters, &c.'' 

By this enactment of the great charter of liberties, it is manifested, that while the 
tenants in capite were confirmed in their right of attendance in parliament, yet there 
was a very particular distinction between the rank and privileges of the le^lative body, 
X Glofi.p.8S. The nature of this distinction seems well explained by Spelman,t who says, viz. ^^ Bar- 
rones minoresy simpliciter sunt simplices villarum maneriorumque domini, de quocunque 
tenentes, qui sacham et sockham habent, id est, curiam et jurisdictionem Sfuper vassalis suis. 
Non autem summamjustitiam qud de vita et membris decemant ; sed humiliem illam, ad 
preedia pertinentem ex qua curiae su«. Base courts, i. e. infinue nxmcupantur. Ita an- 
tiquitas barones majores i minoribus, distinxit, istis distrOuensjustidam if^mam, illis verb 
summam a 'que regiamP 

This article evidently shows that the great barons, or parliamentary lords of that 
day, claimed their right of summons ex debito justitue, not ex debito gratia : as a matter 
of right, not a matter of favour. Hence, it is plain, that the writ was not then considered 
as operative of a creation, but incidental to the fee, as a co-service, or privilege of 
inheritance following the same. 

The statute of Magna Charta (so often evaded, and so often solemnly re-established,) 
by a slow and uniform progression, prepared the way for that memorable event, which at 
length began to have effect under Montfort, in the time of Henry III., and afterwards 
in the reign of Edw. I., became established. 

It is to be remarked that Simon de Montfort, having the king in his power after the 

battle of Lewes, did in his name, summon a parliament to meet at London, which pre- 

$ Clant. Rot. ^^P^ § ^ asserted to be the first to be found among our records, >«rhereby the lords spi- 

49 Hen. III. rftual and temporal, and tfie knights of the shires, citizens, and burgesses, were called 
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together, according to the form now followed, of conyocating the lords, and of electing 
the commons. 

But this form, so adopted at a particular crisis, may admit of some question, as to 
its originality of being the most early precedent of similar convocation,^ certainly in the 
absence of a more ancient record it may be deemed the first; but the chasm of time by 
the probable loss of preceding rolls, seems to have given it the character ascribed to it, 
rather than the truth of history ; for it is to be observed that the 16th and 18th articles of 
Magna Charta afford reason to believe, that the rebel barons did not assume altogether 
a new mode of assembling the parliament of 49 Hen. III., but merely exercised the 
usual practice of the existing law, except that, instead of causing to be summoned the 
whole body of minor tenants in capiie, they directed the sheriffs of the counties to cause 
only a certain number to attend from their respective counties, as representatives for the 
others ; which innovation upon the 18th article of Magna Charta, then made, thenceforth 
continued, and may be considered the origin of the knights of the shires. But with regard 
to any new introduction of form in convocating of the lords spiritual and temporal, there 
appears none ; saving that, on this particular occasion, the nobility summoned were 
solely those of their own friends and supporters, as the list'i' of names, consisting but of * Dngd. Lift 
five earls and eighteen great barons will prove. 

Now, with reference to any alteration in respect of the Commons or representatives 
of the cities, boroughs, and towns, there is no evidence from the precept of 49 Hen. III. 
That it directed any new mode either of delegations, or of the nimiber of deputies, to be 
sent from the said respective places ; the silence, therefore, in this instance, goes to 
warrant the assertion that the said cities, boroughs, and towns, were called upon to send 

* Tikere was a general oouncil or parliament holden at WettminBter the 14 WiSl. Conq. where the king by his 
charter confirmed the liberties of that diiirch, (Ex Cartolario Csnobii West, in Bibl. Cott. sab Effigie Eanstinn, A. 
3.)r 9tteT he had sabscribed his own name with the sign of the cross, adding many of the great clergy and temporal 
nobility : and insted of cum multU alii$, says Multis prmterea iUuairimmiswrorum per$<mu, ^ regni prmeipihu 
diverti ardinu omtsftt, qui Hmiliih' huie coHflrmaHoni pH$timo effeeiu, teitei et Fauioretflterunt. Hit auiem illo 
tempore k repia poieetaie Divereie ProioinciUt (<. e., Comitat. tit. Hon. 273. Spehn. Gloss. 471), et UrUbue, ad 
Vmverealem Bynodmmpnt cmttie e^yueUbet CkriaHtmm ecelesia audtendU et traeUmdie ad p rmeeriptum Celeherri^ 
mam Synodum (Parliam. nuncap. Somn. Gloss.) quod Weetmonaeterium dicitur, eomvoeatif Sfe. 

In the mai^ of the book there is written this remark, yis. ** Nota hie, hos onmes conyocari a regis su& auctor- 
itate ad cansas religionis tractsndas, tam nobiles de Clero, quam Prineipee regni, com aliis i^feriorie ffradut, conyo- 
catio quomm videtor esse parliamentom." 

Again, by another record (Clans. 15 Job. pt. 2. Dors. M. 7.) it appears, that before Magna Charta, the sheriffs 
of the oonnties were called upon to send their depnties or representatives to oonsnlt with the king npon the national 
affairs. The writ runs thus. Rex Vice comiti Oxon, salntem precipimos tibi quod onmes milites ballivB toe qui 
ranunoniti fdenmt esse apnd Oxoniam ad nos k die omnium sanctoram in xv dies, venire funas cum armis suis ; 
corpora v^ro Baronum sine armis singulariter ; et iv discretes milites de comitatu tuo illuc venire ftuaas ad nos ad 
enndem terminum ad toquendum noHecum de ne^tHe regni noetrij Teste meipao apud Witten xi, die Novembris, 

Eodem modo scribitnr omnibus vioecomitibus. 
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iiUHf wpwwkUAy^ as they had been theretofore aoeuetomed, and ae the 16ih article of 
Magna Charta had defined their rights^ viz. 

Art* xvi.*-^' Furthermore we will grant that all other citiea, and boronghs, and 
towofly and ports, shall have their liberties and £ree customs^ and shall have the common 
eouncil of the kingdom concerning the assessment of their aids/' &c«^ whichf according 
to Br* Brady's explaination, is ^^ that they $hatt send their reprtsentaivoee cr commit- 
mtmmt to the common council of the kkngdom.^^ 

Under these considerations, it becomes questionable wheth^ any perfection of 
parliament was made at the 49 Hen. III. excepting (if it may be termed a perfection) 
that the ixmovation upon the hereditary rights of the minor tenants in capite, reduced 
that body to a state of representation, and by the omission at that time of summoning 
the whole of the nobility to a free pfxrliame/nt^ gave to future kings a precedent for sum- 
moning, od arbUrium, the great lords of the realm ; so that in after times the crown was 
enabled, by the decay of old baronies, and the introduction of new ones, to call by writ 
any one it pleased into the house of peers, and thereby to acquire a race of nobility less 
Imrmidable than the old feudal barons, and consequentiy less capable of opposing with any 
effect the royal will and pleasure. 

It was about this period of the 49 or 50 of Hen. IIL, according to Camden, (whose 

* 12 BcD 70 wthority to that purpose is cited by C. I. Coke,* in the Abergavenny case,) that a law 

waa enacted^ that only those should come to parliament in future who should be sum- 

t In Mac. nioned by the king's special writ. The words of Camdent are, '^ lUe enim (rex ecilieei 

Brifeui. ffenricue IILJ post mojfnae perturbationes et enormes vesationes inter ipstsm regent 

Simonem de Mont^orti, et alioe barones matas et sopitas statuU et ordinavU quod omnes 
illi comites et barones regni Angli^y quibus ipse rex digmUus est^ brevia summonitioms diri^ 
gere venbrent ad parUamentum smun, et ntm aliiy nisi forte domhms rex alia ilia brevia eie 
dkigere vobdsset** 

Under this pretended law, it is urged that the term baron by writ, first originated, 
because it was the king's approbation which selected the party summoned to enjoy the 
rank of peerage, and not the right of the person to be called to parliament, merely be- 
cause he was the king's tenant per baroniam. But this doctrine is by no means war- 
ranted by the said pretended law, inasmuch as it does not propose to establish in the 
king a prerogative of creating any person a baron of parliament by his writ, whether he 
might be a tenant per baroniam, or otherwise ; for the ordination extends to earls as well 
as barons, and there is said to be no precedent of an earl having at any time whatsoever 
been created by wrU^ 

• On tbii point iome rarnvkt wkj be found nn4«r tbe wibatqnmtly mentioned TUlae of Monthermert Stnlyolfi* 
and Umfraville. 



OBiQiir Q» KOBi&.i'rr^ 

The \am m qneslioi^ theorefoie did not aifect the right of bamiiy^ any mom Am k 
did the T^ht of esddom; though it introdaced thit nde for the Aitore^ that nMhtr the 
earls nor barons shoidd come toparUaaneni unless they were particutarig summoned^ 

This i i wlf ktio iiy if it had any operation^ wae a virtual npeai of the hefoie^reeitdd arti* 
dea of Magna Chartu^ wUeh ittperatively atipokted that for the aaseanaeAt of nda^ fro., 
the kung should cause to be eunmumed comites et fiufforei barones regnl sigiUaUm, iftf*, 
whereby the kin^ was under a solemn engagement not to raise money or tax his subjeeli 
without the conaent of his parhament, of which body he was obliged to summon the 
noUes as an inkerent right beht^/mg to them, and not as a point qffaoot cotsceded by him. 

But the fiset of such a law hsring been ever enaeted b vary doubtfidi it has ne 
place among the munetous ancient statutes of the realm, and can searoely be unaghiM te 
have been sanctioned by the kgislatnr^ when the very persons who must have p as e e d 
i^ were in so doing casting their privilegea prostrate at the foot of the crown, amd dis- 
imiehiehig themsehee of their ancient rights and imnnmitiesip 

Instead of a statute, there more probably was a regubdaon nrnde about the timie 
alluded to, that the great nobles of the realm should not meet aa they had been aeeQ»- 
temed to do, both before aad after the conquest, at eertain fioMd seasons of the ydat $ on 
vfhick oeeaaion they aaaesabled de more, trlthout summons ; but^ aa such asseasbli^BS^ 
by the vast number of the tenants in eapite who USuaUy then came together, were f euiid 
to be often tumultaeua and sometimes too adverse to the aiUtrarj measures of the esewn^ 
it nof^ after thedissohition of Montforty and the baroos^ power at S^eaham, be deextaed 
advisable to ordain, that from thenceforth the earLd and barons riiouU not come to meet 
the king, unlesa speoidlj sununoned by hie imt, but Which, nevertheless, did not thereby 
create a personal deseaodaMe barony in perp^twty to the heirs general of the body of 
the perrten so auHanoned. 



OF THE COURTS DE MOR£« 

Thb Coarta de Mare of the Saaron Imqpi were holden a sce r ding to emstom at the three 
great festivals of the year, when the nobles idways attended the kings at their cotftts of 
residence from king Alfred's time. Then was the state of the nation considered, old 
kwa akered, amended, or repealed, and tew ones made. Th»coiartwaasilsothes«|lreane 
court of judicature, where the kii^ with his nobles, heard and detennined appeals from 
the inferior courts of ^istioey Msailarly aa the lords' house of parliament at this day b the 
ultimate court of appeal, even from the decrees of the lord high chancellor. 

In order that the nobility might be und^ a certainty where the Courts de Mef's 
should be holden, the conqueror fixed the times of his residence to be at his palace in 
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Gloucester, on the Christmas festival ; at Winchester, on the Easter festival ; and at 
Westminster, at Whitsmitide ; at which times and places his barons and tenants in capite, 
attended in due course* 
t hit *c<hL '^^ ^^ effect Dugdale, in his Origines Juridiciales,* cites an old chronicle,t written 

MS. in Bibl. in the reign of king Stephen, which speaking of king Will. I. thus recites, viz. ^^ also he 
was a person of great worth, (or honour) thrice he wore his crown, each year, as oft as 
he was in England; at Easter, he wore it at Winchester ; at Whitsuntide, at Westminster ; 
and at Christmas, at Gloucester ; and then were witii him all the wealtiiy (or potent) men 
throughout England; archbishops, bishops, earls, barons, and knights/^ By which 
last designation may de understood the minor tenants in capite, who held by knights 
service, and who evidently were a body absolutely distinct in rank from the barons, and 
represented the common people in these parliamentary assemblies. 

When affairs of state required the meeting of a parliament between the usual times 
of the Courts de More at the solemn festivals, then summons was issued, and in the writs 
the cause of the summons was expressed ; according to the tenor of the articles before 
cited of Magna Charta. 

The Courts de More were holden without interruption from the conquest, till the 
wars between Maud, the empress, and king Stephen, which made those regular assem- 
blies impracticable. In the reigns of king Hen. II. and of Rich. I. the times being less 
tempestuous, the Courts de More were resumed ; and in the Chronicles of Matthew Paris, 
and other ancient historians, there is contained an account of divers statutes and matters, 
which were then made and transacted. 

The disputes between king John and his barons again interrupted these customary 
meetings, so that parliament mosUy assembled only upon special summons. The event- 
ful and turbulent reign of Hen. III. suspended ako the regularity of the Courts de More ; 
for as that weak monarch was seldom upon terms of amity with his nobility, and often 
tried to rule without a parliament, their right of meeting at those solemn festivals could 
be considered by him in no other light, than as an odious privilege, which afforded too 
frequent opportunities for them to express their generous sentiments in strong, and 
powerful opposition to the measures of his arbitrary government. From these causes, 
and the fortuitous circumstance of the unexpected, yet total defeat of the rebel barons 
at the battie of Evesham, which gave the king an absolute command of power, it 
may be concluded, he formed a regulation for the future convocation of his parliaments, 
and ordained that the constituent members, whether earls or barons, or others, instead 
of coming as they had been accustomed to do without summons to the Courts de More, 
shotdd await his royal pleasure, and thenceforward should be convened at what time and 
place he might think proper to appoint, and never come, but when summoned by special 
writ, directed in the usual manner as set forth in the great charter. 
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Now, that all peers had of ancient ri{^t their particular summons, is evident from 
the testimony of Matt Paris ; who, speaking of the parliament holden at Westminster in 
89 of Hen. III. states, that divers of the peers for want of summons were absent, and 
that the rest refused to answer the king's proposals then made to them for this reason, 
viz. ^ Quod om$ie$ (wne tempcrU nonfiteruniypueta tenorem Magna Chartm voeaiU, et ideo 
9meparibu$ $mi tunc aUentibmmdbanpobienmi tune reipamum dareJ' 

And forasmuch as from the words of Magna Charts, before expressed, it must be 
inferred that the same was no new grant, but a confirmation of ancient rights and liber- 
ties, it must necessarily follow, that the then mristing nobility held their parliamentary 
privileges as appurtenant by prescription to their tenures in capita ;,^to fomuun dom, 
according to the nature of the grant under whidi their lands had been given to be inher* 
ited and enjoyed. 

lliat the pretended law of Hen. III. did not affect tiie state, dignity, and degree of 
the earls or barons of the realm, is evidenced by their being designated according to their 
distinction of rank; so that their right of seat and voice in parliament was not taken 
away^ though t&ey were proscribed from coming to parliament unless specially summoned. 

With regard to the barons, as thdr estates were continually decreasing and the par- 
liamentary attendance was aburthensome service, the despotism of the sovereign operated 
as a matter of grace ; which was so well recaved, that the records furnish numerous in- 
stances of persons endeayouring to avoid the baronial honour, while there are not (till 
very late times) any examples of barons seeking the right of summons ; indeed, in the 
progress of time, many of the least powerful having, by various alienations, dispossessed 
themselves of their caput baronio, became mingled with the common holders of landed 
property, and thus voluntarily contributed to their own disfranchisement ; and lost a 
rank, which, at the present day, is solicited with eagerness, and the application (as it has 
been said) of every engine of corruption to obtain. 

Tims far may be considered to apply to the Barone» M^^oref, as distinguished by the 
nature of their tenures, and the definition of their privil^es in the 17 art. of Magna 
Charta. But with reference to fhe Barane$ Mnorei, or under-tenants of the crown, 
there can be no doubt that after the 49 Hen. III., they never came to parliament as of 
right, in a collective body ; inasmudi as by their continual subinfeudation they had be- 
come so multitudinous and turbulent, as equally to be too formidable to the crown, and 
to the great nobility ; the restrictions put upon this dass of persons, originated with the 
reforming barons in the particular writ of summons of 49 Hen. III., before mentioned. 
The success of the king, afterwards, At the battle of Evesham, having reduced many of 
those nobles who survived the slaughter of that day, to a state of imbedlity, and the 
subsequent surrender of Kenilworth castle having brought their whole body to a sub- 
mission to the royal power, the king continued the restriction hegvai by their own party ; 

VOL. I. c 
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by whidi precedent, representation came forward as a natural ccmaequenoei and the de- 
moGTBtic branch of parliamenti £rom haying been compoaed of persona who once sate in 
their own right, thus became concerted into a regular House of Commons, by elective 
representodon* 

The aristocratical part of the Constitution would have been utterly extinguished in 
the failure of the nobility by ancient tenure and prescriptive right, if the crown had not 
preserved it by the intervention of the prerogative power of creating peerages, and of 
conferring on those whom the king approved, an hereditary seat in the parliamentary as- 
sembly. The persons thus elevated to the rank of nobility, became ennobled in blood, 
because the writ of summons under which they were created, was the conferment of a 
personal honor, which beii^ unattached to tenure, and unlimited in course of descent, 
was a fee tail-general inheritance in them, and their issue, so long as any shoidd remain. 
As this monarchical peerage emanated from the royal prerogative, it was conse- 
quently interested in support of the crown, from which it derived its lustre and peculiar 
privileges. 

Until the period, therefore, of the latter end of the reign of Henry III. the baronage 
was absolutely territorial, as there are no records extant, within that time, of creation by 
personal writ of summons. From that asra, to the 11 Blch. II., it consisted of two des- 
criptions, namely, the few who remained under tiie old tenure, and those who had been 
advanced by writ of summons. But, in the said 11 Rich. II., the old baronage having 
gready decreased, and the inheritance, under the writ of summons, •^^mifrii^g of some 
doubt, a new mode of creation was adopted; which^ by virtue of special letters patent, 
defined the particular degree of peerage, its place in parliament, and ite course of descent. 
Thus we find baromes of three kinds, viz.: — 

1. — ^The first by tenure, with certain prescriptive rights, founded upon possession of 
* Tit. Hon. actual territory, by virtue of which the parliamentary privilege was attached to the &eL*^ 
The relief defined the quality ; and homage, with Uvery of seisin, confirmed the succes- 
sion to, and investiture into this dignity of peerage. 

2. — ^The second, created by writ of personal summons. When the barony instead 

of being territorial, was rendered personal ; the investiture into which honour was not 

perfect, so as to render it a descendable barony, until the party summoned had actually 

t Coke's FSnt taken his seat in parliament, and thereby complied with the condition of his creation.t 

V%^ wil- ^^' when, it became a dignity, descendable:^ to the heirs-general of the body of the 

loughby de party thus created a peer of the realm : so that it was not fee-simple, but a fee-^tail 

Broke ; ctse in _ 

CoUinB'g Pari. gcncraL 

^^^^' 3. — ^By letters patent, whereby the feudal territorial peerage was exploded, (though 
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a memento of it was preserved in Hie nature of creation money, and the name of plaoe 
« from which the title was taken,) and the ceremony of investitiire hegui to be disused. 
By tUs mode, the person named in the letters patent, was immediately ennobled ; for, 
according to the opinion of the lawyers, in the case of the lord Hay, of Sanley, IS Jac 
I., the ddiyery of the letters patent was soffident, without any ceremony. Hius, the 
party, ip$ofaeiOy derived his honour from the instrument of creation, and had such an 
inheritance therein, as by tlie said instrument was limited, e3q[>re8sed, and declared. 

But it is not a little singular, that Sir Robert Dormer, whose patent was dated die 
day after that of the lord Sauley, was created banm Dormer, with ceremony. So that it 
seems, in the first instance, the opinion of lawyers was given, but in the last not followed. 

This state of the peerage, and its several flsras of creation, has of late, (owing to the 
complexity of several daims founded upon tenure, and ancient writs of summons to 
parliament,) given occasion for the House of Lords, to appoint a special committee to 
search the joumak of the house, the rolls of parliament, and other records and docu- 
ments, for all matters touching the dignity of a peer of the realm. These committees 
have made several rqiorts, the results whereof are &r from being so conclusive as tiieir 
lordships were sanguine to expect ; and so fiur as tiiey have gone, they have not estab- 
staUished any certain principles to guide the house in their judgments on sudi cases as 
may hereafter come before them ; but have left such cases as may occur, to be decided 
according to their several merits, and the peculiar circamstances which may attach to 
each individual case. 

The lords' committees, in their second report, have said, ^ That, m prosecuting their 
enquiries, the committee have ooBoeived the dignity of a peer of the realm must be 
viewed with rderenoe to the character of lord of parliament, as appertaining to that dig- 
nity, and, conseiiaeRdy, as involving in some degree an investigataon of the nature of 
the legidative assembly of the country, somI of its constituent parts, previous to the time 
<rf the dose of tlie reign of Hen. III. The committee have therefore thought it necessary 
to make some inquiry, adiat was the nature, and what were the constituent parts of such 
l^jislative assemblies. And, aUkough what they have hitherto found on the mbfect, has 
been ee Utile saiiafactaryj thai they cannot ventwre to offer to the house any report f/pon it; 
and are inclined to apprehend that no dUigenee which they can use will be s^^fidewt to 
enable them at any time to gwe wmdi information, yet, it has appeared to the committee, 
that the mere want of certainty on so important a subject, may of itse^ be deemed tm- 
poriant; and that, therefore, if the labours of the committee should ofdy tend to shew that 
the sulgeet is uwohfed in so mmch obscurity, that uncertaintity must probably be the result 
of the most diiigent research, their labours wUl not have been wholly in vain.^' 

Again, the committee report, that in pursuing their investigation, ^' They have found 
contradictory assertions of law ; and, where fiMSts have been asserted as evidence, they 



12 BARONIA ANOLICA CONCENTBATA. 

have found such assertions of fact to have been in some cases founded on mistake, 
and frequently made without reference to any sufficient authority; the committee have 
therefore, been induced to apprehend^ that the whole subfeet hae long been uwohed tn 
great obeaaiiy, and that probably, in some cases, the house has proceeded nrithout proper 
n^wmoJtvm — that the crown, in the exercise qf its prerogative, has not aboags been fidig 
instructed, and that even the whole parliament has given the sancUon of legislatioe anthoriig, 
where it may be doubted, whether, if rightly informed, that sanction would have been given; 
and that, therefore the house may be compelled to decide between conflicting authorities, 
which to adopt, and which to reject, so as to establish dear and concordant principles, 
as guides for their future decisions/' 

This section of the committee's report is particularly desenring notice, inasmuch as, 
while it admits the inscrutable obscurity of the ancient state of the peerage, it calls in 
question the rectitude of judgment with which the house has hitherto decided on claims 
before them. Tet, their lordships' journals bear ample proof that whenever their lord- 
ships have, on any occasion, been in doubt, they have called the learned judges to their 
assistance, and having heard their ai^uments and opinions, have conformed their resolu- 
tions to the principles of law and justice. Past ages have had characters as celebrated 
for their legal knowledge and integrity, as any of the highest names of more recent 
times ; why, then, should it be presumed, that ignorance and inattention have hitherto 
prevailed, and that the subject is now likely to be comprehended with more profound 
wisdom, and better understanding ? 

The object of the lords' committees of research has proceeded from an anxiety 
to explode the claim of barony by tenure ; and of barony by personal writ of summons: 
the report most pointedly refers to the daim of the barony of Marmyon, of Scrivebby, 
founded upon the ancient and never-forfeited tenure of that manor; which daim being 
before the lords' committees of privileges, under an order of reference fit»m the king 
the very singular and peculiar circumstances attadied to the nature of its pretensions, 
called forth this committee of research, which, with all its powers for investigation, have 
only conceived &sX, perhiy^, inferences may be fairly drawn from what has passed in a 
later period^ to i$uhice a conclusion, that whatsoever may have been the law in eariier 
times, that law is no longer in force. Alter all^ it must be evident, that the nature of 
the dignity of the peerage must be deemed to be different, in different persons, according 
to the different means by which the rights to such dignities respectivdy may be sup- 
posed to have been acquired ; and that, as such, a rule of law, which might be applicable 
to the dignity of peerage vested in one person, might not be applicable to the same 
degree of dignity vested in another. 

Of the several degrees of the ancient peerage, and their respective natures, it may 
be necessary now to give some explanation. 
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BARONS. 

Notwithstanding this degree of nobility is the junior, in point^of rank^ yet it is of 
the first degree in point of antiquity. The public records do not contain any evidence of 
absolute creation, as they do of the ancient earls, and consequentlyi the grant of lands, 
when specially limited to be holdenby the serviceof barony, or, as it is termed in the 
old books, |9fr baromam, must be deemed to have conferred on the donee the dignity of 
a baron, to whom, in such character, the right of summons to parliament, in the mode 
it was then accustomed to be holden, became incident as a matter of privilege and dis^ 
tinction, co-equal with the tenure. In the characters of creation of the old earls, the 
grant of the third penny of the issues of the county, with the words unde come$ e$i, have 
been taken as indicative of the creation and the girting widi the sword, as the inves* 
titure into the earidom: pari modo; then the grant of lands to be holden tn Ci^fiie, imme- 
medUUeiy of the crowny per baromamy may be considered the creation of the baronial 
honour, while livery of seisin may be esteemed the investiture into the actual barony^ 
and homage may be looked upon as the royal acceptance of the service, and approbation 
of the dignity : for those who held of mesne lords were bound to the king only by the 
oath of fealty. 

Among the companions of the Conqueror, were divers earls and barons of Normandy, 
on whom he bestowed vast possessions in England, where they, for the greater part, 
thenceforth thought proper to reside. These eminent persons cannot be imagined to 
have accepted their grants to hold of the crown in an inferior degree of rank, to that 
whereby they possessed their honour in their own country : they, iptofaetOy were barons 
in virtue of their territorial acquisitions ; and, till after 49 Hen. III., most unquestion- 
ably were accustomed to be called to the legislative assemblies of the nation, by reason 
of those tenures, of which, the parliamentary privilq^e was a franchise. 

Those freehold tenures holden immediately of the crown, after the completion of 
the conquest, which were deemed lay fees, consisted of tenures by knights' service, 
tenures by seijeanty, and tenures of lands of the king's demesnes, paying only some cer- 
tain rent or render. Knights' service was undoubtedly military service. Tenure, im- 
mediately of the crown, by seijeanty, was of two sorts : that denominated grand ser- 
jeauty, consisted of some service respecting the Idng^s person or dignity, — as to be his 
constable, marshal, champion, chamberiain, butler, or similar service specially attached 
to, or performed about, the king's person. Petit sergeanty was some particular inferior 
service, not strictly military, or personal to the king, but esteemed of that species called 
tenure in socage, — a term applicable to all freehold tenure of the crown, which was not 
deemed military tenure. But lands hoideh by grand $erfeanty, were conddered ilbuiriout,* i^Tp!Vi. 



* 
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owning no superior but the king. These lands, upon Hie death of the ancestor, were 
upon inquisition, finding the tenure and death of the ancestor, seised into the king's 
hands. If the heir was under age, u e. twenty-one, the king retained the possession, haying 
the intermediate custody and marriage of the minor in wardship. If the heir was at the 
years of majority, he was intitled to demand livery of tiie lands by the king's officers, on 
paying a relief, and doing fealty and homage ; the relief bdng fixed both by the Magna 
Charta of king John, and that of Henry III., at a certain rate, according to the rank of 
of the person; viz. for an earl, ime hundred pomdt;^ fDr a baron, (me hundred nuarke. — 
Thus, tenure per baroniaim, ccmiprehending a certain degree qf rank in the etaie, was ac- 
knowledged by the provisions of the l^tslatiire. 

In the reign of Henry II., that monarch had to maintain a contest with the usurpa- 
tions of the see of Rome^ which produced the Constitutions of Clarendon, which, accord- 
ing to the evidence of history, were made in an assembly or concilium, convened in the 
10th of his reign. 
^MS.^^.^ A copy of these constitutions is preserved in the British Museum : * they are in 

the form of a declaration and recognition, in the presence of the long, of a certain part 
of the customs and liberties and dignities of his predecessors. The 11th Artide of this 
constitution provides, viz. '^ Archiepiscopi, episcopi, et umversas persons r^gni qui de 
rege tenent in capite, habent possessiones suas de domino rege sicut baroniam, et inde 
respondent justidis et ministris regis et secuntur et fiiciunt omnes, rectitudines et con- 
suetudines regias, et sicut baronee casteri debent interesse judidis curias domini regis, 
cum baronibufl usque perveniatur in judido ad diminutionem membrorum vd mortem/' 
From tills article, it seems, tiiat the persons therein styled ^^ Baronee edBteri^' were, 
as barons, bound to attend the king's supreme court of justice, and that the archbishops 
and bishops, and otiiers of the dergy (abbots and priors), who had their possesdons of 
the king in capite, sicut baronias, were bounden to attend tiie same court, Sicut baronee 
cmteri, by reason of their tenures ; from which it may be conduded, that it was by rea- 
son of their tenures that other barons were bounden to attend the king's court Now, all 
those who hdd immediatdy of the crown by military service, hdd by honorable service, 
and mi^t, therefore, be deemed the king's barons, though the extent of their possesdons 
and number of knights' fees, for which they were bounden to perform military service, 
might be very different ; yet, unless they held their sdd possesdons per baroniam, or 
sicut baroniaSf it may be questionable how far they were bounden to attend the king's 
supreme court, as expressed in this artide* By Domesday Book, the tenants of the 
crown appear to be above seven hundred; yet the number of earls and barons are, by 

• Si qvoBf &c. de oomitat. integro per c. lib. hKm Bannii per C. Maroai. Hvrei Mtt. C. SoUdoe.— Mag. 
Chartroap. 2. 
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Camden^ stated not to have exceeded three hundred; so that it must be evident^ that 
while the king's barons were tenants in chief of the king, all tenants in chief of the king 
were not the king's barons, or barones regtd. 

The charter of king John, requiring special writs to be sent to those persons desig- 
nated as moforei barones, must be viewed to have been adopted to distinguish sudi persons 
firom others, to whom the word barons widiout distinction might have applied.* Whether 
this distinction originated in that charter, or had a more early origin, there are no 
records to decide : yet, from the instrument itself, it may be presumed that the term 
fnajores barones, was a term and distinction then weU understood, and, consequentiy, was 
not a concession, but a confirmation of an aniecedent right}* 

The resuh of those documents affords reason to believe, that, ficom the conquest to 
the dose of the reign of StAm, the great council of the nation consisted only of persons 
falling undw the general denomination of barons, who, finom being the military tenants of 
the crown, were accustomed to be summoned to perform the services, due by their tenures, 
in two ways — ^by special writs, and by general sommons. That the persons, to whom 
Ae first kind of writs were directed, were such as, in the constitutions of Clarendon, 
were mentioned as holdii]^ their lands sisut baromas, in which distinction were included 
prelates, distingnished by their respective ecclesiastical dignities ; and earls also, distin- 
guished from the barons, by that particular title of dignity. Tet^ in fact, though thus con- 
tradistinguished fit>m each other, they were members of the supreme court, or legislative 
assembly, as barons, or peers to each other, in respect to their equality of holding their 
possessions sUut baromas. It is to be remarked, tiiat notwithstanding the charter of 9 
Hen. Ill*, does not contain the clause of the Runnimede charter of king John, respect- 
ing the mode of summoning the tenants in capite of tiie crown to the commame condUum; 
yet, the form of convocating parliament has continued to the present day, in conformity 
to the said clause: the nobility or peers being summoned by the special writs, and the 
members of the lower house, or house of commons, by the sherds unit, genitratty. 

• mie word haro, in many instances, induded all the immediate tenants of the crown, by military senrice ; and 
sometimes it was applied to the freehold tenants of a manor : bnt, in this instance, the denomination of majam 
bm/imstf seems decidedly coninsd to those only, who were esteemed the kmg^M ftoreiM, or lordr qf partiameni ; 
nanelyy persons, hiffta indignity than those mesnt to besnmmoned hy the writ addressed to thesbeiiffs of theconnties. 

^ The charter of 9 Hen. III., printed in the authorised collection of statutes, and which is deemed therefrom 
" the Great Charter of the Liberties of the Kingdom," omits, as the two preceding charters of Henry did, the clause 
in the charter of John, respecting the summonhig <* the Commune Concilium," for assessing aids and scutages, yet, 
it adds, (as in his second charter) " Senia^imm de eetero capiaiur tieut capt toUbat tempwn rtgia ffenriei ani 
ttOflH." nioagh the daase aforesaid is omitted, yet, by this insertion prorided, the mode of summoning mtgom 
hwnmm prerailed in the time of Hen« II. , the priYikges of the baronage became admitted ; and indeed the lif^t of 
the baronage, or commune consilium of king John, to be summoned for the granting of aids, may be justly iq[>pre- 
ciated as a right never attempted to be infringed, otherwiae than by the false assumption of a despotic power, which, 
in the instance of Cha. I., in the case of ship-money, led the miitaken monarch to the block. 
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With regard to the law pretended to have been passed after the surrender of Ken- 
ilwordi, that no earl or baron should come to parliament without being specially sum- 
moned thereto by the king, it has already been dilated upon, that while the law itsdf is 
▼ery doubtful as to having been enacted, yet it never could be intended thereby to destroy 
the right of the tenant of the long, per baromam. For, as the relief to be paid 
by the heir of an earl or baron comprised a part of the royal treasury fees, or rather 
revenue of the king, it cannot be supposed for a moment, that a man so continually 
in want of money as Henry was, should have consented to a law that must have affected 
his droits of preroffoiive. Nor can it be accredited that the spirited nobles of that day 
would have continued to have paid for earldoms and baronies, and yet have been deprived 
of the privileges attached to tenures, subject to so heavy an imposition* During the 
reigns subsequent to Henry, there are numerous instances of the respective monarchs 
taking the homage of their tenants in capite for their baronies; and on these b^^ it ia 
to be observed, that if the baronies had not been derived firom land, the escheator 
could not have executed the king's writ of inquisition on the death of the ancestor; nor 
could the king have had the custody and marriage of the heir in case of minority. On 
a personal barony, created by writ of summons, no custody could be had ; for there was 
no revenues to benefit the royal coffers, and the escheator could not take into his hands 
that, of which no possession could be given. 

Though, by a continual and progressive alienation of lands, many of the once great 
nobility of the realm contributed to their own disfranchisement; yet, there are, indubi- 
tably, some honours still remaining, whereof the descent has been founded on the right 
of tenure. 

THE BARONY OF WAHULL. 

It has been asserted by the lords' committees in various parts of their peerage 
reports, that the right of barony by tenure, tf it ever existed, was completely exploded 
before the end of the reign of Edw. II. Now, had this been really the fact, it is strange 
that the crown, in the reign of Eklw. IIL, should have directed writs of summons to pai^ 
liament to several abbots, whose only right to be summoned could arise frt>m their 
tenures, according to the assize of Clarendon. But the abbots denying their tenures, 
claimed exception. 

The inclination of the clergy for power has generally been considered very cupidi- 
nous; and as such it might be inferred, that they would sooner have embraced, than 
have opposed, the writ which was to place them in the rank of spiritual peers. 

Though very few of the ancient baronial tenures were remaining entire, and unali- 
enated into the hands of strangers, yet had not the legblature believed there were rights. 
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either ettant or dormant, of such a nature, why should the saying-clause (before cited) in 
the Act of Suppression of the Court of Livery and Wards^ have been inserted ? Eten 



when the abolition of the Court was contemplated^ the B James I.,* it was observed, * Jwir. p^ 

, , . , . 7 , . * , , PttMJ. vol. 2. 

that, though the tenure m grand seqeanty were taken away, the service of the honour p. 574. 
should be saved, wherein the tenures, per baromam^ as it may concern biahops and 
barons, or men in parliament, should be considered. 

In the reign of James I. Sir Richard Chetwode, being seised of the manor, or 
castle, of Wahull or Woodhull (now called Odell), in Bedfordshire, claimed the dignity 
of a baron of the realm, founding his claim on his possession of the same, and its ancient 
tenure per barofdam. The daim is said to have been referred to the Duke of Lennox, 
the lord Howard, and the earl of Nottingham, as commissioners. Their certificate was as 
foUows;viz. 

^According to your Majesty^s direction, we have met and considered the petition 
of Sir Richard Chetwode, knight, and find that the petition is true ; and that b^bre any 
tuual calling ofbarone by tarii, hie anceeiors were borons in their own rigU, and were 
summoned to serve the kings in their wars with other barons, and were also summoned 
to parliament. And we conceive the discontinuance to have risen firom the lords of the 
honour dying at one year of age^ and the troubles of the time ensuing ; but stiU the title 
of baron was allowed in all the reigns by the conveyances of their estates, and by pardon 
of alienation from the king's own officers, and 9/. per annum, being the ancient fee for 
the castie Guard of Rockingham, was constantly paid, and is paid to this day; so that, ' 
though there has been a dieuee, yet the right eofittty (^^pearing, which cannot die, we have 
not seen nor heard of any one so much to be rq;arded in grace, and in consideration of so 
many knights' fees, held firom the very time of the conquest, and by him held at this day, 
and a pedigree, both on the fitther and motiier's side, proved by authentic records from 
the time of the Conqueror, (which, in such cases, are very rare,) if e hold him worthy the 
honour of a baron^ if your Majesty thinks fit." 

This certificate certainly does not recommend that Sir Richard should be summoned 
to parliament as a baron by tenure, notwithstanding it suggests tiie propriety of granting 
to him the dignity of a baron. 

The journals of the house of lords are silent as to the petition of daim ; from which 
it may be inferred, that the reference made by his Majesty to certain persons, as com- 
missioners, was similar to the practice of the present day, in referring such-like petitions 
to the previous consideration of the Attorney-general, for his opinion as to the merits 
thereof. Nothing, therefore, seems to have been done on this certificate, in the nature of 
an investigation before the lords' committees of privileges, so as to obtain their lordships' 
decision upon the question of right. But if the several observations of the commissioners, 
viz. that the /le/t/jofi ii true ; that before any ueual calling qfbarone by wrU, Att anceetore 
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were bmvn» in theifr own right ; thitty though there has been a dinue, yet the right soJUly 
efpearing, which cannot die^ ifc^g are obnenrations founded upon a correct impression of 
the subject^ there seems to be, in the case of daim of Martnifun qf Scrivelsby, most ample 
ground to beHieye that the claimant has made good his pretensions; or, at least is worthy 
the hanoar of a baron* 

Many objections are made by the lords in their peerage reports, on the serious con^ 
sequences which might attend on the allowwce of a claim by tenure at this day; particu- 
larly such as might arise upon alienation of the baronial estate ; but, for what reasons 
these consequences should be more serious now than in former times, may be somewhat 
difficult to define ; inasmuch as, all decisions should be upon the question at issue, 
namely, rigM, or no right. All consequences as to alienaiion, such as (/ lord, to-day, 
and not to-morrow, may be readily settled by a parliamentary enactment, against the 
subsequent alienation of the land^ when it has once been adoiitted to give right to dignity. 
Jt is beyond all doubt that the claims from tenure, dependent on Uie seisin of ancestral 
land, must be by far less numerous than those claiihs which are al^&ost daily arising bovs\ 
their lordships' reiterated decisions, with regard to the descent of titles created by writ 
of summons. The benefit from one daini is to allow rank to persons of property : the 
evil from the other is, to allow rank to persons who may not have property to sustain it* 
The principal inconvenience anticipated by the lords^ ^mmittees (before mentiimed) 
^ Third Rep. disdoses itsclf in one part of their rq^ort,* tiiat dignitiee by tenure, nrnet, on prino^, 
P* ^^^' haice precedence (ff thoee who now ef^foy the dignity ^peerage, but wh^ee tiilee can only 

be founded on evidence of the write for patente) now remaining on record* And again 
t Rep.p.397. in anothet part t viz. That the e^ridence qf each a right, as inherent to land, would 
supersede the discretion qf the crown in selecting persons, on whom it might be thought fit 
to cof^ the dignity qfpeer of the reabn, ^•^ 

Before closing this dissertation, it may not be deviating too fiegr frqm the subject to 
observe, that the right inddent to the tenure of lord, bears some resemblance to the 
right of a bishop daimikig also to be a lord of parliament* The dignity of a bishop, 
simply, is merely personal ; but the right of a bishop to be a land of parliament, is in 
the nature of a fr^oichise annexed to the temporalities of his see : hi^ dignity as a bishop 
is spiritual ; his franchise of a lord of parliament is temporal, and arises from the pos^ 
session of the temporalities of his see. He is a bishop fr«im his consecration ; but he is 
not a lord of parliament until invested with the temporalities of the see, to which he is 
promoted, and till then he pannot have a writ pf summons to take his seat in parliar 

^ It is much to be regretted, that a certain extent of landed estate should nqt be settled to follow the inheritance 
pf the peerage dignity ; but that might be deemed to render the peerage too independent of the crown ; while want of 
^sti^t^e retains them subserrient to it, in seeking from the soYereign pensions, places, and faronr, whidi otherwise they 
ITttnld not sedc to become the humble eervanti of § n^aleter. 
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ment— the right £h«ff8to being attached to the temporalitiiiB^ and not inherent to the 
spiritual dignity of the bishop. When translated from one see to unotliery his seat in 
parliament ceases, in consequence of his cession of that see^ by his translation to another; 
and he does net become intitled to his seat again until inTested with the temporalities 
of the new see, to which he has been translated, and receiyes a new writ of summons by 
the style of his new dignity. So, if any person is now intitled to a writ of summons to 
parliament, by virtue of tenure of land^ he must claim that writ, as a franchise appur- 
tenant to that land. 



TENURE PERVERTED TO A PERSONALITY. 

The arbitrary and mercenary conduct of the monarchs of ancient times, especially when 
they wanted money, and had to seek a cause for extorting it, led the great barons by 
tenure to endeavour to evade these vexatious proceedings. 

Barony, by tenure, was both burthensome in point of service, and expensive in 
point of rank ; particularly, as amerciaments, for often pret^ided offences, were, so far 
as rehted to them, of an exorbitant quantum. By clauses in the great charter of John, 
which were also in those of Hen. III. and Edw. I., it is provided, vis. ^ eomiies et 
baranes non amercientur fdri per pares suos/* all other persons being to be ameroed, ^per 
sacratnentum proborum et legalium bonmum de visnetoJ' 

The dignity of their rank being thus defined, the proof depended upon the nature of 
their tenure: and thus divers barons, as Fumival and Braose, though their ancestors had 
been summoned to parliament by special writ, did not ccnsider tiiat they were by such 
writs created baran$f but that the said writs were appurtenant to the tenure of their lands, 
and, therefore, to avoid a fine in the character of a baron, o» to extenuate the amount of 
relief, they pleaded they did not hold any lands of the king iy baratiff. If the writ was 
creative, and not a franchise attached to the tenure^ the reeord of the writ would have 
beoi evidence of barony. 

The effect of charging persons holding by barony with amerciaments and rdiefr, as 
baraney induced a very general disposition to sub-infeudati<m, and this sulMllvision at 
length became so minute, that amereing of the multitude who hdd small paroeb of land 
by parts of a barony, would have been grossly oppressive, and probably was eventually 
found to be so, and at last abandoned without any express legislative provision on the 
subject. Idoenee -for the alienation of crown tenures being a branch of the royal revenue^ 
was, no doubt, then readily obtamed) and it answered two purposes : it brought money 
to the royal treasury, and it render!^ less sturdy and powerful the baron who made the 
alienation. 
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Property thus firequentiy dianging owners^ the baron who had at first been siim- 
moned to parliament in virtue of his tenure^ continued afterwards (if summoned at all) 
to be summoned as of his own person^ and thus from a baron^ great in hia own right, he 
became perverted to a baron of grace ; and the emblem of territory was enveloped in a 

r 

personal shadow. 



OF DIGNITIES BY WRIT. 

Sblden observes, that, in consequence of the practice of summoning persons to parlia- 
ment, who did not hold J9^ baroniam, barons became divided into two kinds, viz: barons 
by writ and tenure, and barons by writ only. Barons by writ and tenure were such as, 
having possession of their ancient baronies, were called by several writs to parliament, 
according to the stipulation made in king John's Magna Charta, respecting the barones 
majores. Barons, by writ only, were such as were called by a like writ of summons, 
although tiiey had no possessions of the description of land baronies. And Sir William 
* 1 Comm. Blackstone^ observes, that, in consequence of this practice, actual proof of a tenure by 
^' barony became no longer necessary to constitute such a person a lord of parliament; 

but the record of the writ of summons, to him or his ancestors, was admitted as sufficient 
evidence of the fact. 

A writ of summons of this nature has not the effect of conferring a dignity on the 
person summoned, until he has actually taken his seat in parliament by virtue of the 
writ; so that, where the party was summoned and died before the meeting of parliament, 
it was held that he was not a peer., 
t IS Km. 78. In the parliament holden 8 Jac. L, a questionf arose, whether Edward NeviU, who 

was called by writ to parliament the 2 & 3 Chieen Mary, and died before that parliament 
met, was a baron or not. It was resolved by the lord Chancellor, the two chief justices, 
chief baron, and divers other justices, there present, ^'That the direction and delivery of 
the writ did not make him a baron, or noble, until he came to parliament, and there sate 
accordingly to the commandment of the writ; for, until that, the writ did not take its 
effect. And in S9 Hen. VI. he is called a peer of parliament, which he cannot be until 
he sits in parliament ; and he cannot be of the parliament until the parliament begin/^ 

^ And forasmuch as he hath been made a peer of parliam^it, by writ, (by which 
implicitly he is a baron,) the writ hath not its operation and efiisct until he sit in parlia^ 
ment, there to consult with the king and the other nobles of the reahn ; which command^ 
by his supersedeas, may be countermanded; or the said Edward Nevill might have 
excused himself to the king, or he might have waived it, and submitted to his fine, a9 
one who is distrained to be a knight, or one learned in the law is called to be a seijeant^ 
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the writ cannot mitke him a knight, or a seijeant. And when one is called by writ to 
parliament, the order is, that he be appardled in his parliament robes ; and his writ is 
openly read in the upper house, and he his brought into his place by two lords of 
parliament, and then he is adjudged in law inier pares regm.^^ 

The proof of a sitting in parliament under the writ of summons, must be by the 
records of parliament; for chief-justioe Coke says,* '^if issue be joined in any action, * i ingt. I6.b. 
whether a person be a baton, &c., or no, it shall not be tried by a jury, but by the 
record of parliament.'^ 

In the case t of Norbome Berkley, Esq., claiming to be one of the co-heirs of the fConm.Dom. 
ancient barony of Botetourt, created by writ 1 Edw. II., the proofs of the sitting consisted * 
of ancient records of parliament; and the following observation on that evidence are 
stated in the case which is signed by the honourable Charles Torke ; viz. '^ If an objec- 
tion can be framed to these records, as evidence of a sitting in parliament, such objection 
must be taken either to the competency or to the effect of such evidence ; an objection 
to the competency of the evidence can only take its rise from its being usual in claims 
of this nature, to prove the sitting by the journals of the house of lords ; from whence it 
may possibly be inferred that no other evidence is admissible to prove a sitting in 
parliament'' 

Answer \eU — ^* It has never been laid down, that the sitting in parliament must be 
proved by the joumah of the house of lords ; but all the authorities agree in establishing 
this rule, that the sitting must be proved by the records of parliament. The house of 
lords has, in questions of this nature, given credit to their journals, where a sitting could 
be proved by them. But that practice, whidi seems rathar an indulgence to the claim- 
ant, can never be construed to establish the autiiority of the journals above the records ; 
for, in strictness, journals are not records, iKit remembrances for form of proceeding to 
the record ; they are not of necessity, neither have they always been ; they are not any 
record, but notes and memorials iot the derks to perfect and enter the records. But 
the evidence here stated, is that of the records of parliament; the first record being 
strictiy an act of parliament, and the others, full and complete records of transactions in 
parliament ; all entered upon the proper roUs^ and produced from the puUic archives. — 
It is, therefore, evidence, not only of an equal, but, in most cases, of a superior authority 
to the journals ; and in this question, it is strictiy and properly that evidence^ which the 
law requires to support the inheritance of a peerage." 

Answer 2nd. — ^^ The state of the journals is such> that this objection could not be 
allowed without great danger to the ancient baronies ; there are no jomnals before the 
reign of Henry YIII. nor are they regularly preserved since that reign ; an ancient letter 
prefixed to the journal book of Hen. YIII. intimates, that several journals were taken 
away and suppressed by Cardinal Wolsey. It does not seem reasonable that either thia 
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acddeht, or the neglect of a derk to the jonrnaLi^ should be of any prejudice to the no^ 
bility in the inheritance of dieir honours ; and yet if no barony could be claimed without 
proof of a sitting by the journals^ all tiiose ancient baronies whidi have been united with 
higher honours before the reign of Hen. YIII. or during those years of which the journals 
have been suppressed must be lost.'' 

Answer Srd.^^*^ Baronies ^have^ in fiict, been allowed, though no sitting could have 

^ R^th^^' been proved by the journals. In the case of ihe barony of Ruth3rn,*i' 1640, the claim to 
that barony was allowed, upon great deliberation, and very accurate enquiry ; though it 
is evident, no sitting could hare been proved by ihe journals, because there was no per- 
son summoned under that title, from the second year of Edw. IV. ; the Lord Orey, of 
Ruthyn, being soon afterwards created earl of Kent. 

^' The barony of Moubray was revived without objection, in &vour of Henry, eldest 
son of the earl of Arundel, though no person had been summoned under that title from 
39 Edw. III.^ Algernon, duke of Somerset, took his seat in the house of peers, as baron 
Percy upon the death of his mother, in 17^2, without objection,^ though no sitting could 
have been shewn from the journals, no person having sat in right of the old barony of 
Percy, from 50 Edw. III. ; and lastly, no sitting can be proved by the joumak in the 
case of the barony of Le Despenser. 

Although the writs of summons to periiament, whether addressed to persons who 
were not at the time peers of parliament, or to andent barons, (for in both instances the 
writ is similar,) do not contain words of limitation to the heirs of the person summoned ; 

1 1 intt. 9 C. C. I. Coket ^^^ clearly of opinion, as a point fiettled, diat where a person is summoned 
by writ, and takes bis seat, kh blood is ennobled to him, and his heirs lineaL 

Tkiiu doctrine, how^^er, has been controverted by Mr. Prjrnne, Mr. Els3rnge, and 
Mr. West, the auliior of the ^' Enquiry into tiie Mannw of Oeating Peers,^ in which 

i Enquiry, treatise it is observed. 1 

tt 32 

Tliat in order to judge more cleariy what operation in law this writ woidd andently 
have, it must be conddered, <^t it could not possibly be directed but to tixree sorts of 
persona ; Hiat is, eiUier to sodi as were tenants in capUe per baromamy or to such as 
were only ienamts in capUe In/ hngkfs sermee, ^c, or else to sudi as were not the tmme- 
dUgte tenants ofihe crown at 4dL 

As to the first cf these, they were obliged to attend if summoned, and as they were 
already barons by their tenure, when they were in parliament, they had undoubtedly, in 
consequence of their writs, a right to vote in all questions whatsoever. As to the second, 

» ij tbe question of right by deioeiit never came before the house for enquiry in a oomndttee of priTileses, no 
objection could be offered. The seat was taken in obedience to the Idng's writ» and ndt under an order of reference 
upon claim. 

t> lUs case is dmilar t6 the precedhig. 
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they alB0> by virtue of flieir oath of fealty, were obliged to attend^ if summoned ; but 
then, when in parliament, it may be doubted^ whether they had more than a deUbiraie 
voice of cauuaeUora, or ifofvotinfff whetfaar only |9ro hoc vice* As to the third, they w^e 
not by law obliged to obey the writ: but yet, if they voluntarily chose to attend, they, 
like the second, were in all probability no otherwise than as assistants to the house, or 
invested with any legislative privilege, farther than bb before observed, j»ro hoc vice* 

But, as the pretensions of these last described persons to ihe full rights of peerage, 
can only be by virtue of the writ that summons them to parliament, the question follows, 
how £ur the words of the writ are operative to confer upon the persons summoned by it, 
the right of barons to them and their heirs. 

'i^ It is a known rule in law, that the king's grant cannot enut« to two intents, espe- * Piowd. 333. 
daily when one of them is clearly expressed, and the other is not. Now if lliis writ of Rep. 48,32^ 
summons does create any person a baron or peer, it operates by way of grant, which ^^^* ^^* '^^* 
must be by the implication of an intent, which is not only not expressed, but which is 
also perfectly foreign to that which is, and which therefore (at least in every thing but 
this writ) could be in law only intended ; for the intention of die king, clearly expressed 
in the writ, is not to create the person summoned a barot^ but only to require that he 
should attend upon a certain day to coneuU and treat with him eonceriking the a^Sura of 
the notion,* which certainly may be done without his being a baron. 

Whoever shall look into the wri^ will find it personal to the man to whom it is di- 
rected and that it is so fifir from creating him a iarony or hereditary peer of the realm, 
that neither the words barouy barony, nor heirs, are to be found in it For the more 
dear explanation of the words of the wril^ the following copies of several of them, both 
before and after the period of Magna Charta, and after the perfection of parliament, ae it 
is termed, which is considered to have taken its commencement at the latter end of the 
ireign of Henry III., and to have been established in that of Sdw. I., are here inserted. 

Claus Rot. 6 John, m. 3. jk Dors. 

R. Ego salutem mandamus vobis rogantes quatenus onmi occasioned et dilatione 
postposita sicut nos et honorem nostrum diligitis^ sitis ad nos apud London die dcNninica 

*■ lliese terms In tli6 wilt evidently point out a degpree of distinction between those who were &e established 
bsroa* or peen of the redni> aad tiioie pertoai wbo, for thkfeir wisdom or expetienee, were siuimoned to give advice. 
For, the former, by the hereditary tenures, were interested in the welfare of the nation and the preservation of their 
privileges and estates, in common with the orown itself » of whom they held them* Th^y were hereditary lords and 
oovnseUon of the king : as snch their writ was— «p ieHtQJttru. But the latter penonSy summoned by the same writ, 
in the same words, and at the same time^ appeared to be required to give their attoMUnoeatf ^rac^niiMi, not by vhrtiie 
of any interest ex hereditatef whioh they had in the affairs of the nation, but by reason that the king deemed their skill 
and abilities useful to the purposes of advice and deliberation. Aa sudi, their writ was €M ffrMiiS, and in that respeo| 
to be considered, pro hoe viee. Vide Lord I^olles's Remains } Second Letter, p. 21. 
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proxime ante ascentionem domini nobiscom tractatari de magnis et arduis negotiis nos- 
tris et commnni regni nostri utilitate, quin super his quae a rege Franci» per nuntios 
nostros et suos nobis mandata sunt, unde per dei gratiam bonum speramus provenire, 
vestrum expedit habere consilium et aliorum magnatum terrs nostra quos ad diem ilium 
et locum fedmus convocari yos etiam ex parte nostra et vestra abbates et priores^ con- 
yentuales totius diocesis dtari fieusiatis^ ne condlio prcedicto intersint, sicut diligunt nos 
et communem regni utilitatem. — T. &c. 
* Tit. Hon. p. This writ^ appears to be the most ancient upon record, as Selden writes,* and was 

addressed to the bishop of Salisbury. But the roll tiiat has this writ, has no such note 
of cansimiUa, to the rest of the barons, as is usual in other close rolls where summons to 
parliament are entered: but from the body of the writ it appears, that the rest were 
summoned. 

Clans. 26 Hen. IIL, Dors. m. 13. 

Henricus, &c« venerabili in Christo patri Waltero Elboracensi Archiepiscopo Salutem. 
Mandamus robis quatenus nos et honorem nostrum parit^r et vestrum diligitis et in fide 
qui nobis tenemini, omnibus aliis negotiis omissis, sitis ad nos apud London a die 5 
Hilarii in xv. Dies ad tractandum nobiscum, una cum ceeteris magnatibus nostris, quos 
similiter fedmus convocari, de arduis n^otiis nostris, statum nostrum et totius regni 
nostris speciaHter tangentibus et hoc nuUatenus omittatis. — ^T. me ipso apud Windleso- 
ram xiv. Die Decembris. 

This writ is subscribed with eodem modo scribitur omnibtis Episcopis, Abbatibus, 
Comitibus, et Baronibus. 

Claua. 49 Hen. IH. Dwrs. m. 11. 

Henricus dei gratift Rex Angliae Dom. Hybemise et Dux Aquitaniee, venerabili in 
Christo Pbtri R. eftdem grati& Episoopo Dunelm' Salutem. Cilm post gravia turbationum 
discrimina, dudum habita in r^;no nostro, chariss* fiilius Edw. primogenitns noster, pro 
pace in regno nostro assecurandA et firmanda, obses traditus extitisset ; et jam sedatft 
(benedictusDeus) turbacone pnedict& super dehberationem ejusdem salubrit^r providenda, 

* Alihoiis^ tUi writ !■ the eariiett to be ftnmd among tiie records, it ie certain tliat the tame form of oonTOcatioa 
was in «ae before tiien, for, tiuragh the writ cannot be fovnd, yet there is eYidenee (Rot. Mag, 5 Bic. 1 M. Lond 6t 
Middx.) that Richard I. sammoned a parliament to meet at Oxford, as, in the roll of the aooonnts of the sheriff of 
London and Middlesex, it is thns mentioned, (Rot. Mag. 5 Ric. 1. M. Lond. & Middx.), via. " Lawrmtio OtHario 
XX. 84didoi ad d^ftrendat Summomiumn RegU per AngUam^ pro etmeUio e o wfoeando t^md Umi^fwrd, per Breve 
Regit," 



ORIGIN OP NOBILITY. SS 

et pleni securitate, tranquillitate et pacb ad honorem Dei^ et utilitatem totius regni nostri 
finnancUi, et totality oomplenda ; de super quibusdam aliis regni nostri negotiia, qua 
sine consilio yestro et aliorum prsBlatoruin et magnatum nostrorum, nolumus expediri, 
cum eisdem tractatmn habere nos oporteat : Vobis Mandamus^ rogantes, in fide dilectione 
quibus nobis tenemini, quod omni occasione postpositll et negotiis aliis pretermissis, sitis 
ad nos London' in octabis sancti Hillarii proximo futuris : nobiscum et cum predictis 
pralatis et magnatibus nostris, quos ibidem vocari fecimus, super pnBmissis tractaturi^ 
et consilium impensuri : et hoc sicut nos et honorem nostrum et vestrum, nocnon et 
communem Regni nostri tranquillitatem diligitis nuUatenus omittatis. Teste Rege apud 
Wigomiam, 14 Die Decembris. 

Item in formfi praedictft Mandatum est Comitibus et aliis subscriptis Dat. apud 
Wodestock, 24 Die Decembris, viz. to five earls and eighteen barons only. 

But the preceding exemplar writ to the bishop of Durham was eodem modo, addressed 
by consimilar ones to one hundred and twenty spiritual persons, bishops, abbots, priors, 
and deans. 

Claug. 23 Edw. L Dors. m. 9. 

Rex dilecto et fideli suo Edmundo fratri suo, comiti Lancastris Sal"*. Quia super 
quibusdam arduis negotiis nos et regnum nostrum, ac vos caeterosque proceres et mag- 
nates de eodem regno, tangentibus, qus sine vestrftet eorum prsBsentid nolumus expediri, 
parliamentum nostrum tenere, et Tobiscum super bis colloquium habere volumus, et trac- 
tatum ; vobis mandamus mfide et homagio quibus nobis tenemini firmit^r injungentes 
qu5d sitis ad nos apud Westm' primo die mensis Augusti proximo future, vel saltern 
infri tertium diem subsequentem ad ultimum,' nobiscum super dictis negotiis tractaturi 
et yestrum consilium impensuri, et hoc nullo modo omittatis. Teste meipso apud Album 
Monasterium, xxiij. die Junii, anno regni nostri xxiij. 

Per breve de private sigillo-eodem modo, it was commanded by consimilar writs 
directed to ten earls and fifty-three others, whereof the heirs of not less than twenty-six 
are yet remaining. 

The form of summons to the judges, &c. was — 

Rex dilecto et fideli suo Gilberto de Thornton Sal"*. Quia super quibusdam arduis 
negotiis nos et regnum nostrum ac vos catero^gue de consilio nostro tangentibus quas 
sine, &C. Ut supra, vobis mandamus in fide et dilectione quibus nobis tenemini, &g. 
Ut supra in mandato comitom et baronum usque in finem. — ^Test. &c. 

By this exemplar writ, the distinction between the one to the nobles, and the other 
to the judges, is made manifest. But in the following exemplar writ, by which the peers 
and Judges, 9fe» were alike summoned, no such distinction appears. 

VOL. I. E 
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Olornm Ann. 



t Banks's 
Dorm, et Ext. 
Bar. Vol. II. 
t Tit. Aton. 



Clous. 9 Edw. IL Dors. m. 22. 

Rex dilecto consangaineo et fideli suo Thomie comitd Lancast' salutem. Quia super 
diversis et arduis negotiis, &c. Mandamus in fide et homagio quibus nobis tenemini^ 
firmit&r injungentes, qu6d dictis die et loco omnibus pnetermissis personaliter iniersUis, 
ibidem nobiscum et cum preelatis et cateris magnattbus et proceribus de regru) nostroy 
prsedicto super dictis negotiis tractaturi vestrumque consilium impensuri^ et hoc nullate- 
tenus omittatis ; teste rege apud ; decimo sexto die Octobris. 

The writs to the succeeding parliaments of 11^ 12^ 13, & 14 Edw. II.'l' are similar 
as to summoning the peers, justices, and king's council, without distinction. 

At the eera when the first of these writs bears date, it is certain that none but peers 
by tenure had existence : it is equaUy certain, that at the time when the second was 
issued, the baronage of the kingdom was not in its nature altered. At the period when 
the third was sent, to call together the parliament, summoned by Simon de Montfort in 
the king's name, it is manifest that it was to a partial number of the nobility ; and that 
as such, whatever might have been the express words of the writ, no title of creation to 
any dignity' could be derived therefrom, more than from the writs of summons, or patents, 
whereby any of the persons advanced to the rank of peers, by Oliver Cromwell, were 
legally constituted hereditary barons of the realm. 

With regard to the fourth writ of summons, which was addressed to divers persons 
who were not barons by tenure, as well as to divers others who were ; it presents an 
extraordinary circumstance of difficulty to define, that if one description of persons sum- 
moned were hereditary peers, and the others not, by what sound argument it can be 
maintained, that the same tmt, in the same words, confirmed to the old baron his ancient 
right ; but, to the chevalier or commoner, conferred a new dignity. 

It is agreed, that the king cannot by his letters patent create any man a peer, either 
for life or in tail, or in fee simple, without express words of creation in the patents for 
that purpose : it seems, therefore, reasonable and equally necessary, that special words 
of creation ought likewise to be inserted in the writ, or that otherwise the writ cannot 
operate so as to create an hereditary baron or peer, — such as, for instance, was adopted 
in the case of Sir Henry de Bromflete, who being summoned to parliament 27 Hen. VL, 
this clause was inserted into his writ ; viz., " Volumus enim vos et lueredes vestros mascu- 
los de corpore vestro legitime exeuntes barones de Vescy existere." This writ has generally 
been supposed to have been the creation of a new barony : but it seems rather to have 
been a determination of the abeyance of the barony of Vescyt, which having fallen 
among the three co-heirs of Atonj:, was now granted to Bromflete, derived from Anas- 
tasia the eldest co-heir, with a special limitation of descent to issue male, so as in defiiult 
thereof to vest the reversion of the old barony in the representatives of the other two 
co-heirs. 
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My lord Chief-justioe Coke says, in several places,* that the writ of summons to * t J?^* ^^ 
parliament is unalterable, otherwise than by authority of parliament; though (perhaps, 
if it was necessary) it might be shown, that till within the last three hundred years there 
scarcely ever was two of them together alike* And, indeed, he himself seems aware of 
this truth, for on another occasion he observes, that one of the differences between the 
writs to the lords, and those to the judges, was, that the writ to the lords ran thus ; viz* 
^^ Quod intersitis nobiscum ac cum caieris pralatis, magnatibus, &c^^ And was peculiar 
to 'the peen^, the judges being only summoned : viz. '^ Quod intersitis nobiscum ac cum 
ceteris de comilio nostra, &c.; and yet that word cateria, is not in the writ, which in 
NeviU's case he himself t commends as excellently well drawn. t I2 Rep. 

Others have thought that the putting in, or leaving out, the word e4Bteris, was the 
peculiar mark of difference ; yet, in 25 Edw. h,X the judges were summoned by directly t Bot. Ciaiu. 
the same writ, with the barons of parliament, as such, if the writ of that date was crear Don. 
tive of a peerage honour to one party, it appears that it ought, with equal propriety, to 
be effective to the other* 

In the 1 Edw. II.,§ after the writs to the barons, the same follow to above thirty $ibid.Edw.U. 
other persons, as assistants, with this difference only, that the words in fide et homagio, ^'** ^' ^^* 
are left out : the note,|| however, at the end of it, is remarkable ; viz., Nota qubd in hoc y Dodgd* 
summamtione justitiarii ac alU de coneiUo domhu regis, intermixti tunc cum baronibue. ^"°^* 

In divers other years, during the reigns of Edward 11. and III., the same writs are 
directed^ to both barons and judges. To these, many other instances may be added ;** }*^ *|^ 
it remains then only to remark, that, if the king's writ to the judges, contained in terms 
similar to the nobility, did not constitute them, or their heirs, peers of the realm ; the 
same writ directed to other persons, otherwise than the tenants per baroniam, could not 
create them peers either for life or with an inheritable fee. 

Now, if it be admitted for law, that the direction of a writ of summons to any per- 
son, with a sitting under it, renders him a peer of the realm, to hold to himself and his 
heirs, it follows, that every one to whom such writ was ever addressed, and especially 
where the same shall have been repeated in continuation to several parliaments, was 
thereby created a baron to him and his heirs, who had thenceforth a right to demand 
their writ of summons ex debito justicue. Tet, if the lists of summonsft from 49 Hen. ft Ibid. 
III. to 23 Edw. IV. be examined, there will be found the names of innumerable laymen, 
who have been summoned to parliament, some only once, others several times in succes- 
sion ; yet these persons never seem to have imagined that they had acquired a degree of 
nobility in their own persons, transmissible to their issue general; indeed, there is better 
reason to believe that a writ of summons was not at first considered to have been crea- 
tive of an hereditary peerage ; and this opinion is greatiy corroborated by the claim to 
the barony of Frescheville, hereafter mentioned. 
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^ Hiit. Hen. Lord Lytdeton^^ who studied the early part of our history with great attention 

p. 382. * says, that the omission in summoning persons, who had been called to parliament by 

writ, or their descendants, may, in many caiesy be accounted for, from the frequent and 
necessary absence of many of the peers on the king's service abroad, while the crown 
had great dominions, and almost perpetual ¥mrs on the continent ; for, on such occasions, 
the omitting to summon them to parliament was no encroachment on' their rights, but a 
proper exemption frt>m a duty they could not perform. It might also have been done, 
not improperly according to the notion of those times, when the lands that constituted a 
barony, were seised by the crown for any default or defect of service, during the life of 
the baron. 

It should also be considered, that an attendance on parliament, at the period refer- 
red to, was burthensome, and that men were so far from being fond of coming thereto, 
that even those who were actually summoned, and by virtue of their tenurei per baroniamf 
were obliged to attend, did so frequently absent themselves, that it was found necessary 
to pass an act of parliament, to enforce obedience to the summons; and, accordingly, it 

t Ca 4 ^^^ enacted by 5 Ric. II.,t ''That if any person, which from henceforth shall have the 

said summons, be he archbishop, bishop, abbot, prior, duke, earl, or baron, and do 
absent himself, &c., he shall be amerced and otherwise punished, &c/' 

It is no wonder, then, that it was common for persons, who were not considerable 
enough to dispute with the crown, upon their being either invested, or left out of the 
writ of summons; or who, though they might be summoned, were not very desirous 
of that honour, to do all that lay in their power to suppress so much as the very know- 
ledge of their being tenants in capite i>er baroniam, and as such bounden to give their 
attendance. 

These circumstances evidently corroborate the argument, that the writ of smnmons 
was not originally deemed a creation of an hereditary peerage dignity; but, however 
strong these, with other points that might be cited, appear to be against the doctrine of 

X Cniiie on ^^ Edward Coke, there can be no doubt,t that it was fully settled, when he wrote, that 

l^igmtj. ^ .^^ q{ summons to parliament, and a sitting in pursuance thereof (except in the case 

of a spiritual person), operated as a creation of a dignity, and rendered it descendable to 
the lineal heirs male or female of the person first summoned : and this notion has been 

§ Joorn. confirmed by so many subsequent decisions,^ that it is not (probably) to be shaken. 
II Ibid Vol. The case of Frescheville is, however, deserving particular attention, || It arose just 

XIII. p. 154. ^£^^ ^ decision of the house of lords, as in the petition of the claimant is set forth. The 
petition was as follows ; viz. 

''To the King's Most Excellent Majesty, &c., &c. 

"That, whereas your petitioner, as lineal heir male to Ralphe de Frescheville of 
Staveley, who had summons to parliament among the barons of the realm in the 25th of 
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long Edward tbe First, hath been (through your Majesty's special grace and fiavour) ad- 
vanced to the title and dignity of a baron of this realm> by letters patent, bearing date 
the 16th of March, in the 16th year of your Majesty's reign : and whereas, upon a so- 
lemn debate in the house of peers^ happening this present parliament, in the case of the 
lady Katherine OBrien, lineal heir to Gtervase lord Clifton, it was resolved, ^That the 
said Gervase Cl^an being eummoned to parliament bg a special writ bearing date the 9th 
o/JtUpf in the sixth year of the reign of your royal grofUffaiher king James, and sitting in 
parliament aceordinglyy was a peer and baron of this realm, and his blood thereby enno- 
bled f your petitioner therefore conceiving, that, by the same reason, the blood of his 
lineal ancestor, by that summons and sitting in parliament in the time of king Edward 
the First, being then ennobled, and there never having since been any attainder in his 
fiimily, which might legally intercept his claim to the honour of his said ancestor, so that 
he hath a just right and title thereunto, moat humbly desires that he may be admitted to 
the same place and precedence in this present parliament, and in all other future parlia- 
ments^ and other public convocations of the peers of this realm, as his said ancestor 
Ralphe de Frescheville anciently had enjoyed/' 

This petition was referred by his majesty to the Attorney-general, who made the 
following report thereon ; vie. ^'I have examined the contents of this petition, and do find 
by a copy of the record attested by the keeper of your Majesty's records within the Tower, 
that Ralphe de Frescheville was among oth^ barons summoned by writ to the parliament 
held in the 25th year of the reign of king Edward the First. It also appears unto me, 
by several pedigrees of credit and antiquity, that the now lord Frescheville is lineally des- 
cended, as heir, both general and male, from the said Ralphe de Frescheville; but it doth 
not appear, by any evidence^ that the said Ralphe or any of his descendants (till your 
Majesty's creation of the now lord Frescheville) were ever summoned or sat in parliament 
after the said parliament of 25 Edw.I. And, therefore my humble opinion to your Majesty 
is that you would be graciously pleased to refer the consideration of this petition to 
the peers now in parliament assembled." — (Signed) Wil. Jones. Dated 14 Feb. 1677* 

The lords, on reference of this petition made to them by his Majesty, after hearing 
counsel for the petitioner, and the attorney-general for the king, resolved (without ex- 
amining the truth of the pedigree asserted by the lord Frescheville) on the 6th of March, 
1677^* that, they did not find sufficient ground to advise his Majesty to allow the claim of * Jonm. Oom. 
the petttioner. p. 154, 

It does not clearly appear what were the grounds of this decision. It may be 
suggested, that, though Ralphe de Frescheville was summoned to parliament 25 Edw. I., 
it had not been proved that he sat therein. Also, that neither Ralphe being again sum- 
moned^ nor any of his descendants after him, during so very great a length of time, it 
might be presumed, that, whether he ever sat in parliament or not, it was not conceived 
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at that time that a writ of summons and even sitting under it, would have the effect at- 
tributed to such writs in later times^ as in the instance of Clifton. 

Although the parliament rolls, or journals of the house of lords, do not afford proof 
that every person who had summons as a baron of the realm, did in virtue thereof, actually 
take his seat in parliament ; yet in the default of this positive evidence, the next best prima 
facie proof may be deemed adequate thereto, so far as relates to the most ancient baronies, 
whether created by writ; or simimoned by reason of their tenures. 

Magna Charta, which is not a charter of new law, but declaratory of the old laws 
and customs of the realm, declares, what had been, and then was the rule in amercia- 
ments ; and that earls and barons shall not be amerced but by their peers. 

* 3 Edw. III. Thus, in Edw. III.,* Stratford, bishop of Winchester, had an information exhibited 

against him, in the K. B., for absenting himself from parliament, without the king's 

t 4 iDit. 15. Ucence, and he pleaded to the court,t "that if he had offended the king, by absenting from 
parliament, and not appearing in obedience to the king's writ, he was to answer the king 
in parliament, according to the law and custom of parliament, — and not an inferior 
court.'' 

This was before any act of parliament was made for the punishment of disobeying the 
king's writ, which positively commanded an appearance thereto. In the time of Rich. 

t 5 Ric. II. 11.,} it was enacted, (as before mentioned), ^' If any person of the realm have summons 

^^' ' to parliament — ^be he A. B., bishop, abbot, prior, duke, earl, baron, &c., do absent him- 

self, and come not at the said summons, (except he may reasonably and honestly excuse 
himself to our lord the king,) he shall be amerced, or otherwise punished, according as 
of old times, hath been used to be done within the said realm, in the said case, &c." 

From these last words of the statute, it appears that peers were obliged to give their 
attendance and obedience to the king's writ, or be amerced, in fines, before that statute 
was made* 

From this, it must be inferrable, that where a writ of summons is upon the record, 
and no amerciament for non-attendance, the person summoned obeyed the writ, and 

§ Vide Ganron took his seat in parliament accordingly.§ 

349_56.'' ^^' The writ of summons, of the 35 Edw. I., may be considered an exemplification of 

this statement, wherein those who attended are distinguished by the word fdc ; and the 
excuses of those who did not^ by the cause of absence being noted.* 

King Cha. the II., after the restoration, sent a messuage to the house of lords, de- 
siring that the lords created at Oxford may sit in the house ; which being acquiesced in, 
the order for excluding them was vacated the Slst May, 1660. 

» The names of Lords present in Parliament were first entered in the Jonmals of the Honse of Lords 6 Feb. 
1511. (3 Hen. VIIL) 
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OP THE WRIT OF SUMMONS, JUKE UX0RI8. 

While dignities were annexed to the possession of particular lands, the husband of 
a woman having such lands was bounden to perform the services for which they were 
holden, and, among others, to attend the High Court of Parliament, so that he was en- 
titled to the dignity during the joint lives of himself and his wife, as in several instances 
among the ancient earldoms may be perceived.* * Manderiii, 

But the first person mentioned by Dugdale, as smnmoned to parliament jure uxoris ^Albermule. 
k Ralph Monthermer, by reason, as that authorf relates, that he was seised in right of his Fi«^^^^t 
wife (for term of her life,) of certain lands composing the earldoms of Gloucester and Smej ; com 
Hertford ; but when she was dead, and her son the earl of Gloucester, came of age, he f png. Usts 
took his seat in parliament as earl, and Monthermer was thereafter only summoned to ^q^"^* ^' 
parliament as a baron. 

In the reign of Henry VIII. Mr. Wjrmbush having married a lady entitled to the 
barony of Taylboys,^ who died before him without having had issue, a question arose, 
whether he ought to have the name of lord Taylboys in right of his wife, or not. On 
this occasion, after a solemn deliberation,^ it was asserted that the husband who never /^gjQg's 
had issue, had no interest in law in his wife's inheritance ; and, accordingly, the king Pari. Free. 
(Henry VIII.), who was present on the argument, for resolution, said, '^That Mr. Wymr 
bush nor any other, from thenceforth, should use the style of his wife's dignity, but such 
as by the courtesy of England had right to her possessions for term of life." 

On comparing, however, the reason attributed to Monthermer's summons to parliar 
ment with that of Charles Somerset, as lord Herbert, there appears a great difference 
between the cause and the rule laid down ; for Monthermer was earl of Gloucester ra- 
tione po9semon%8 uxorU sua* But the lord Herbert could not be a baron ratione eddem, 
because the barony of his wife's father was created by writ of personal summons, and as 
such could not be cast upon, him in her right. 

Chief-justice Coke asserts, ^^ That where no possession can be had, no curtesy can 
prevail ;" ergo, there can be no courtesy of a personal honour, as a barony by writ ; for 
the custom applied solely to the ancient territorial barony. 

Mr. Hargrave has observed, that he could not learn that there had been any claims 
of dignities by courtesy since lord chief-justice Cokeys time ; and firom the want of modem 
instances of such claims, as well as from late creations, whereby women were made peer- 
esses, in order that the feunilies of their husbands might have titles, and yet the husbands 

» Thii barony ia one of thoae omitted by Dngdak in hia Peerage Hiatory. It waa created by writ of annunona, 
and aitting under the aame anno (21 Hen. VIII.), in the person of Gilbert Taylboya, of Kyme, in com. line., to the 
ancient feadal barony of which name he waa the direct heir. 
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themselves remain commoners ; it seemed as if the prevailing notion was against curtesy 
in titles. However, he had not yet discovered whether this great question had ever for- 
mally been settled by any judgment of the house of lords. 

Indted, from after lord Herbert's time to the present, the practice of summoning to 
parliament, jure uxaris has ceased, — as the examples of Audley, Willoughby of Eresby, 



* Coiiins'fl first in Bertie, (claimed and rejected* in 1580,) and last in Burrel^ fully demonstrate. 
Indeed, it may be instanced in the cases of the late duke of Northumberland and the 
late Marquis of Townshend, that they respectively succeeded to the baronies of Percy and 
Ferrers of Chartley, upon the decease of their mothers, and in the life-time of their 
fathers ; which would not have been allowed, if their said fathers had been entitled to 
an estate by the curtesy in those dignities. 

Having thus descanted upon the custom whidi in former times prevcdled, of the 
husbands sitting in parliament by virtue of their wives' feudal possessions, it may not be 
irrelevant to notice what information antiquity affords us, with respect to the share which 
females originally took- in the great councils of the nation. 

Plutarch says, that women had the prerogative to sit and deliberate in great councils, 
in cases relating to civil administration, and also in debates about peace and war. 

t In vita Tacitus,t speaking of the Britons, says, Sexum m mperiii non di$cemeni. And 

^^^^* J Cttsar says,t the British women were made use of in court| in council, and in camp. 

The ladies of birth and quality sat in council with the Saxon witas ; the abbess 

§ BedeLib.3, Hilda, as Bede§ writes, presided in an ecclesiastical s3rnod. 

W}. il^Gvp, * Ii^ Wightred's great council at Beconceld,A.D.694,||the abbesses sat and deliberated, 

n^Ch Sax ^^^ ^^^ ^' them signed the decree of that council along with the king, bishops, and 

48. nobles. 

In Ethelwolfs parliament at Winchester, A.D. 855, wherein the tenth part of the 

% Savil Edit. '^^'^^^ ^'^^^ given to the church, the law passed, says Ingulphus,!* ^' Prsesentibus et 

ingoiph. 862. subscribentibus, archiepiscopis, et episcopis, Angliae universis, nee non Benreddo rege 
Mercise, et Edmundo East-Anglorum rege, abbatum et abbatissarum, ducum, comitum, 
prooerumque totius terree, aliorumque fidelium infinita multitudine, qui omnes regium 
chiragraphum laudaverunt, dignitates vero sua nomina subscripserunt." 

King Edgar's charter to the abbey of Crowland, A.D. 961, was, with the consent of 

*♦ MS. pen. the nobles and abbesses who subscribed the stfme.** 

lord keeper 

wuiiuns. In the time of Henry III.tt and of Edward I. four abbesses had summons to parlia- 

I; 729. ^^' ment ; viz. of Shaftsbury, Barking, St. Mary of Winchester, and of Wilton.:tt ^ 
J*^'*'*,^'^: But the most memorable smnmons is that of 35 Edw. III., whereby divers 

I. Don. 11, et ^ ^ ' -^ 

Rot. Scat. countesses and baronesses were required to give their attendance, or send their proxies, 
q .an. m. . rj^j^ ^^^ being SO suiguLur, the following copy thereof may not be considered unan- 
alogous to the general subject. 
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Clau$. 35 Edw. IIL In Dors. m. 36. 
^^ Rex dilecto sibi Marin oomitisss Norfolcia Sal"** Qnia terra nostra Hibemua 
per invalescentes a diu Hibemiconim inimicorum nostrorom^ incursus, propter impoten- 
tiam fidelium nostrorum habitantium in eftdem ; et pro eo quod magnates et alii de regpo 
nostro AnglisB terras in eft habentes^ oommodum dictanun terrarum suarom ab eftdem 
terrft capiunt et defensionem aliquam non fSacittnty jam caut^ vastitfttiB et destructionis 
miserie subjicitur; quod, nisi deus advertat'et celerius succurrat eidem, ad totalem per- 
ditionem in proximo deducetur ; per quod pro salvatione ejusdem ordinavimus ; quod 
Leonellus comes Ultonin, fitius noster charissimus, cum ingenti exerdto^ ad terram pm- 
dictam, cum omni festinatione transmittetur : et qubd omnes magnates ac alii de dicto 
regno nostro terras in dictft terrft Hibemiae habentes, quftnto potentifka potuerint, in oomi- 
tivft dicti filii nostri, proficisoentur, vel si debiles in corpore existant, loco suo alios suffi- 
dentes ibidem mittant pro repulsione dictorum inimicorum, et salvatione et defensione 
terrarum suarum, et succursu terrie supradictee: et pro dicto negotio accelerando volumus 
eum magnatibus et aliis de eodem regno terras in dictft terrft Hibemiie habentibus cottoqubn 
habere et traciatum ; vobis in fide et ligentift, quibus nobis tenemini, firmit&r injungendo 
mandamus ; qudd omnibus aliis pnetermissb, aliquem vel aliquos de quibus confiditis 
apud Westm". mittatis ; itft qu5d sint ibidem in tribus septimanis Paschce proximo fu- 
turo, ad loquendum nobiscum et consiUo nostro, super dicto nq;o1io, et illud concemen- 
tibus ; et ad faciendum et consentiendum nomine vestro super hoc quod ibidem conti- 
gent ordinari, et interim homines vestros quanto potenti^ et decentiiis poteritis, ad 
arma paretis, itft qu&d in restri defectu progressus dicti filii nostri, et exercitus sui non 
retardetur ; nee dicta terra amissionis periculo subjaoeat ex hoc causft ; et hoc, sicut nos 
et honorem nostrum ac salvalionem et defensionem term prsdicts diligitis, nuUatenus 
omittatis, nos in canodlariam nostram de nominibus iUorum, quos usque Westm' ex 
causft pnedictft duxeritis destinandos reddentes ad diem pr»dictnm distinct^ et apert^ 
certiores ; et habeatis ibi tunc hoc breve« Teste rege apud Westm^ xv. die Martii/^ 
Per ipsum regem et consilium. 

Consimilia brevia diriguntur subscriptis sub eftdem datft, de essendo coram rege et 
consilio suo ad dies subscriptos: viz* 

Ad ^uindenam pasdue : 
Maris comitessee Norfoldas, Amue Le Despenser, 
Alianone comitessee de Ormond. 

Ad tres septimanas pasdiee 
Phillippn Comitisso de la March, Margeris de Roos, 

Johannse Fits-Wauter, Matilds comitisss Oxon, 

Agneti comitessed Pembrochin, Katarinse comitissie AtholL 

Maris de S. P^ulo, comitis' Pembr. 

VOL. I. F 
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But it is to be noticed that these lafies were dowagers at that time^ — and consequently 
had no husbands to be summoned in their right. 



OP THB WRIT INTERMEDIATE OR ANTICIPATORY. 

The practice of summoning to parliament the eldest sons of peers, by the titles of their 
* Lift of Sum. &ther's baronies, commenced, as Dugdale states,^ the 22 Edw. IV. ; but seems to have 
come into more general use in the latter end of the seventeenth century. In these cases, 
the parties summoned have been allowed to take their seats in parliament according to 
the precedency of the baronies, by the names of which they had summons.^ 

But, with regard to the nature and operation of diis intermediate or anticipatory 
writ, it has been questioned^ whether the summons, by which the eldest son of a peer 
is called to the upper house by the title of his Other's barony, turns that honour into a 
barony in fee ? 

This question, again, has created another, as to the operation of a writ of summons 
o the eldest son of a peer by the name of a barony vested in his father, and that of a 
similar writ by the name of a barony not vested in his father. 
tLords'Journ. ^^ ^^ ^^^ ^^ ^^ baronics of Stranget and Clifford claimed by the duke of Athol, 

^oLjov.p.ii. and by the earl of Burlington ; the former in 1736, and the latter in I737,t the claim- 
ants stated, that the baronies, by the names of which they were summoned, were not then 
vested in their fathers. But there can be no doubt that, in these instances, the crown 
issued its summons upon the idea, that the baronies, by the names of which the persons 
were summoned, were then vested in their fathers ; which proving an erroneous notion, 
the lords were, in a certain degree, obliged to admit, that the writs issued under the 
mistake^ operated as new creations. 

Now, with respect to the first question, it has been decided, by the doctrine laid 
down and adopted by the house of lords, in the following modem cases ; viz. 

King James I^ by his letters patent, dated 13th May, 1603, created Sir Robert 
Sydney, knight, lord Sydney of Penshurst, to hold to him and the heirs male of his body, 
and afterwards advanced him to the dignities of viscount Lisle and earl of Leicester. 
These titles descended to his grandson Philip ; whose eldest son, Robert, by courtesy 
styled viscount lisle, was, in the 1st of Will, and Mary, summoned to parliament by 
writ, and sate and voted by the title of lord Sydney of Penshurst, in the lifetime of his 

A By the Statute of Pnoedency, the 31 Hen. III., it is settled, that the eldest sons of dukes, mai^uisses, or 
earls, have precedence before all barons in every public procession and solemnity ; as such, it ^pears a mere mode- 
rating measure, to give them by summons a Toiee in parliament, with the privileges thereunto belonging, as, excepting 
those points of distmction, they were previously entitled to all others appertaining to their nobility of birth. 
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father. These titles descended to John Sydney, the son of the said Robert, which John 
died without issne, leaving his nieces, the daughters of his next brother, Thomas Sydney; 
viz. Mary and Elissabeth Sydney, his heirs genetaij and Jooeline, his youngest broths, 
his heir nuUe, who became earl of Leicester, and died, as it is said, without issue ;^ whereby 
the titles created by the letters patent of James I. became extinct 

Upon the death of Mary Sydney, without issue, Elizabeth Sydney, her mster (who 
had married Mr. Perry,) claimed the barony of Penshurst, as sole heir of Robert Sydney, 
who was summoned to parliament by writ, as before mentioned, the 1st of Will. & Mary* 

Mr. Wallace, the Attorney-General, in his report, stated that die petitioner claimed 
the barony of Sydney of Penshurst, as being the sole heir general of the body of Robert 
Sydney, who was called to parliament by writ, in vitft patris, upon a supposition that the 
effect and operation of the writ of summons to parliament without letters patent, and 
having taken his seat in pariiament^ pursuant thereto, vested a title in him to the barony, 
descendable to his lineal heirs. 

That a writ of summons to parliament, and a sitting in pursuance thereof, did cer- 
tainly, in general cases, ennoble the person and his descendants ; but he conceived that 
the effect of a writ of summons to the eldest son of an earl or viscount, by the title of 
his father's barony, or to the elder son of a bmron, who had two or more baronies, to one 
of his fiftther's baronies^ was to accelerate the succession of the son to the barony, which 
on his father's death, would descend to him ; and the extent of the inheritance depended 
upon the nature of his fether's title to the barony, whether in fee, or in tail male. 

That the usual manner of caffing up the son of a peer in vitft patris, waaby writof 
summons to the barony of the father; and the persons thus called had been constantly 
placed in the house of lords, according to the antiquity of their father's barony ; although 
since the statute 81 Hen. VIII. (c 10.) for placing the lords, whereby the prec^edency of 
peers was fixed and established, the right to such precedency had at different times come 
under the consideration of the house ; * and, although it did not appear that the house *lo^»jo,utj^ 
had determined the point, yet it was highly probable that the lords had satisfied them* Vol. !▼. p. 35. 
selves, that the eldest sons of peers called up by writ into their father's baronies, were 
entitled to the same precedence and rights, which they would have been entitied to, if 
they had succeeded to the same by descent ; and that the calling them up by writ in 
their father's lifetime, only accelerated the possession. 

That he was of opinion, that the effect of the writ of summons to Robert Sydney 
(commonly called viscount Lisle) to his father's barony, gave to him the like inheritance 

* He had a son John, whoae l^tiinaej, with an analogical rtfianoot to the case of the Banbury claim some time 



since before the Lords' Committee of PriTilq^, affords matter of important consideration. — Vide the printed aoconnt 
of the trial at bar, in the court of C. B. 11 th February, 1782 : John Sydney, earl of Leicester, Bcc. demandant ; and 
Elisabeth Perry, widow, tenant. 
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his father had in the barony, which was restrained to heirs male ; and that the petitioner 
was not, as heir general, entitled to the barony. But as the case appeared anomalous, 
and never to have been precisely determined, he thought it advisable to refer it to the 
house of peers* 

The case was referred accordingly, and after having been fully heard, the house of 
lords resolved, JTuU the claimant had no righty in consequence of her grandfaihei^e Mit»- 
mom and sUting* 

After this solemn determination by the High Court of Parliament, the proper tri- 
bunal for hearing and adjudicating such questions, it certainly is the duty of every one 
to bow to so great an authority ; but, nevertheless, there are some points which seem to 
occur in opposition to the doctrine embraced by the decisioii of the house, which now 
can only be introduced (with the utmost deference) for the sake of argument. 

The question has been, whether a barony in fee tail male was, by the writ, turned 
into a barony in fee tail general ? To this it is answered, that the writ is nothing more 
than simply anticipating the death of the fether as to his barony only. 

But by what power can the writ divest the fether of his barony in fevour of his son, 
though even the eldest, for the maxim of the law is. Nemo e$t hares viventie ? 

Does the father surrender his barony into the hands of the king ? If so, and he has 
a new grant in favour of his son, the simmions becomes, as it would purport, a writ of 
creation to a new dignity. But, if the law admits of a surrender or conveyance of the 
barony from the father, the same principle might cany the surrender for the benefit of 
a second, third, or any other son, and thereby give the father (with the favour of the 
crown) an opportunity of introducing into the house of peers as many lords as he had 
baronies vested in him. With regard, however, to the power of surrendering an honour 
*Lords'Joiini. 80 as to extinguish it, or alter the course of descent, the decision made* in the lord 
anno 1678. Purbeck's case expressly declared, that no fine or recovery or surrender could be made of 
an honour. But this resolution may probably not be considered to go the length of de- 
claring, that the father may not surrender his barony to his son and heir. 

Yet to come a littie nearer to the question, the following extreme case may be sug- 
gested. 

Geoi^ Finch is by letters patent created baron of Putney, with limitation to him 
and the issue male of his body. He has issue a son William, which William succeeds 
his father, and is advanced to the earldom of Wandsworth, with the like limitation to his 
issue male. He has issue two sons, Frederick and Thomas ; of these, the eldest son, 
Frederick, styled by curtesey lord Putney, is, in his father's lifetime, called up by writ 
to the house of peers by the name of that barony. After this, his father the earl of 
Wandsworth, is attainted for high treason, and his honours forfeited by reason of his 
having been tried, found guilty, and executed. 
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Upon the decease of the esrl, it is certain that his son, the lord Patney, would not 
succeed to the earldom, but what would become of the barony of Putney ? The son it 
is true would be undoubtedly in the possession thereof: but that possession would be by 
yirtue of his anticipatory writ of summons, and not by reason of his being heir to his 
father, for the father's blood would, by the attainder, be corrupted, and his issue inca- 
pable of inheriting any thing firom him. 

It being then admitted, that the son could not take the honour by descent from his 
father, it follows, that he can only hold the barony in possession, j^er/ormoffi dani, which 
being then derived i summonitione eed nm patently the operation of the writ must be the 
the creation of a new barony, and that barony descendable to heirs general, contrary to 
the course of limitation of the previous barony. 

Now supposing the old barony to have been kept alive in consequence of the im- 
plied surrender of the father, previous to his attainder ; the question then arises, whether 
the said barony would, upon the death of the lord Putney without issue male, descend 
upon Thomas, \ue surviving brother and heir male? 

In the case of the lord Clifford of Lanesborough, eldest son of the earl of Burling- 
torf, who was called by writ of summons into that his father's barony, but died in the 
lifetime of the said earl his father, leaving C!harles his son and heir, a question arose, 
whether if a lord called by writ into his father's barony shall happen to die in the life- 
time of his father, the son of that father so called be a peer, and hath right to demand 
his writ of summons ? The lord president reported from the Lords' Committee of Pri- 
vileges, to whom it was referred to consider, ^^That their lordship's find no precedent in 
this case." A debate arising, upon the question, the house at length resolved,^ '^ That * LordB' 
the said Charles lord Clifford hath right to a writ of summons to parliament, as lord TdLnr.p.ii. 
Clifford of Lanesborough :" and he took his seat accordingly. ^^- 

The same point was determined in the case of lord Herveyt* t n»id* 

This determination, however, which dedares their lordships' opinion, that the son 
of the party so summoned vitft patris, and dying in the lifetime of his father, would be 
entitled to succeed his departed father ; yet does not go the length of deciding that the 
brother of the party summoned, in case he had died without issue, would have been 
similarly entitled to his writ of siunmons. Ergo, to return to the Putney case, it seems 
that if that baron died S.P.M., his brother would have no right to succeed him in the 
barony : and he coidd not make himself heir to his father, inasmuch as the corruption of 
blood by his father's attainder would be an impediment. 

Thus then, the effect of the writ of summons, in the instance cited, must appear to 
have two contrary operations : the one that it preserved, notwithstanding the attainder, 
the descent of the barony in the male line of the person summoned; — ^the other, thab 
though the barony with its ancient precedency was preserved^ yet it was not rendered 
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descendable to the collateral heir male^ vho might eventoally become the lineal heir male 
of the person first ennobled. 

All these remarks^ after a solemn determination of the house upon a question so 
particularly embracing the law of descent of their honours^ certainly cannot be made, but 
with all due submission^ and, as such, are here merely protruded, as matter of considera- 
tion, upon an extreme case, which has never yet been brought before their lordships for 
discussion, and which perhaps may never occur. 

It has been but seldom that the eldest son of a baron has been summoned vit& patris 

into the second barony of his father, the father being by inheritance possesed of two 

honours : the first instance was by Charles II., who, in the thirty-second year of his 

* Journ. reign, by writ dated the 1st of November, 1680,* called the son of the lord Darcy to par- 

om. roc. iji^Q^ent, by the title of lord Conyers ; shortly after which, he advanced the lord Darcy 

(the father) to the dignity of earl of Holdemess. 



OF DIGNITIES BY LETTERS PATENT. 

Thb usual manner of creating barons other than those who were so by their feudal grants, 

after the 49 Hen, III., was, as before shown, by writ of summons ; but in the 11 Rich. 

II. John Beauchamp de Holt, (a time-serving man and steward of the king's household,) 

t Bot. Pat. 11 was created baron of Kidderminster, by letters patent ;t before whom, as lord chief- 

m.^i2. ^* ' justice Coke say8,:|: there never was any baron created by that form; and, therefore, 

1 1 Inst. 16. b. whenever a barony appears to have existed before that period, it must be taken to be a 

barony by tenure, or writ. 
S Vol.ii.p.195. Dugdale observes,§ that the solemn investiture of barons created by patent, was 

performed by the king himself, by putting on a robe of scarlet, &c. ; which form con- 
tinued till the IS Jac. I., when the lawyers dedared, that the delivery of the letters 
patent was sufficient without ceremony. 

But though baronies were not created by letters patent before the reign of Richard 
II., divers earldoms had been so created, of which however, there are but few on record 
antecedent to the 11 Edw. III., and those are chiefly, if not all, of earldoms with the third 
penny of the pleas of the county annexed. 

One of the most ancient of these patents, or charters, is that of the empress Maud 
to QeaScey de Mandeville, of the earldom of Essex, in these words; viz. '^Effo Matildig, 
jfc; do et eoncedo Oaufredo de MagwmUdy 8fc. ut sit comes de Essexia, et habeat tertwm 
denarium vicecofnitaius de placitis, sicut comes habere debet in comitatu suo.^* which show, 
that the sovereign did not anciently grant nomen, stylum, et tOtdum comitis; but ipsum 
comitatumj by which the tertius denarius comitatus, unde comites eranty passed, and the 
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parties were thereby earls^ without any express words for tlie grant of the dignity^ — as 
the case of CoTUtaey, earl of Devon, more fully shows, viz. in the 8 Eklw. III. Hugh de 
Courtney, heir general to Baldwin de Bedvers, earl of Devon, represented to the king 
that he was seised of the teiiium denarimn of the county of Devon with divers lands, by 
inheritanoe, but that the same was refused to be paid to him, by reason he was no earl: 
whereupon the king, having upon investigation found the said representation to be true, by 
his letters patent, dated the 22nd Feb. 9 £dw. III., declared, that he thenceforth should 
assume the title of eari, and style himsdf earl of Devon, as his ancestors had done ; and 
he afterwards sate in parliament by that title accordingly. 

King John was the first who introduced the practice of granting them only a cer- 
tain sum, viz. ten or twenty pounds, out of the third penny of die pleas of the county, 
and thereby reserving to himself the other profits. 

With regard to John de Beaucfaamp of Holt, the person before named as the first 
who was created a baron by patent, it is rather singular that he was attainted the very 
same year, and though his name appears in the lists of summons to parliament of that 
year, he never sate. He was one of the accomplices of Michael de la Pole, the unpopular 
duke of Ireland, who, when the patent passed, had the keeping of the great se|d, from 
which in the preceding parliament he had been removed, and declared incapable of 
having it again : the patent, therefore, was nothing more than a vain attempt--at a 
creation, vAadi never was perfected. 

Hie author of the '' Enquiry into the Manner of creating Peers'^ has observed * * v* 70. 
^^That all the patents for baronies befcnre 1 Hen. VII. are per breve de prwaio siffUlo et 
de antctoritaie parliamenHy and, consequently, had all of them the force of acts of 
parliament.'' 

But this doctrine seems erroneous, inasmuch as Seldenf (mentioning the viscount t Tit. Hon. p. 

764 

Beaumontfs case) writes thus: viz. ^The date is at We8tm^ 12 Martii, in the 2Srd of the 
king; and the warrant is expressed by, per breve deprivato sigiOOy et de daid predietd 
auctorUaie parUamenii ; which last words, divers patents (of that age, and some that 
fdUow) have in the expressions of their warrants, by reason of the statute of IS Hen. 
VI., cap. 1, by which it was enacted, that letters patent shoxdd be dated the same day 
wherdn the warrant lor them is received : as to this day, from that time and act, the 
law hath continued. 

Again, the prince's easel confirms tiiis statement; viz. ^^Et quando exitura sunt $8Ck>ke. 
sub biUa signata, et sab sigillo etiam privato, tunc privatum sigillum manet domino 
canoeUario, et billa signata manet clericis signaturee, et hac allatum est domino privati 
sigiOi extiactum ad fiunendum breve de privato sigillo ; et tunc liters patentes subscri- 
bontur, per breve de privato sigillo ; et si hac verba (scilicet auctoritate pailiamenti) 
apponantur tunc exeunt secundum statutum de anno 27 Hen VIII. cap 11." 
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* 1 instie. b. Lord chief-justice Coke says,* that where a person is created a peer by letters patent, 

the state of the inheritance must be limited by apt words, or else the grant is void. The 
usual words are, to hold to the grantee, and the heirs male of his body : though some- 
t Comwayle times it is for the life only of the grantee ;t and sometimes, with remainder over in default 
broke ^Roi^ ^^ issue, to a collateral male relative :t though sometimes also, a remainder, by special 
^ui. 20 Hen. favour, has been granted to the issue male of a daughter, where the party has only had 
t Lowther female issue for his heirs, — as in the cases of the earls Howe and Wilton. 



SuT Geo. m. ^^ ^^^ ^^^'^^^ ^^ letters patent, the creation is perfect and complete, although the 

§ lUd 12 Bep. grantee should die before he has taken his seat in parliament.§ Thus Henry Waldegrave 
^^' being, by letters patent, dated 1 Jac. II., created baron Wald^rave of Cheriton, to him 

and hisissue male, died before he took his seat in parliament: but his son and heir, James, 
II Lords' Jonm. was afterwards introduced in his robes, and took his seat accordingly.il 
Tol. zzi.p.682. i^f ^ Selden asserts, there was no instance of the grant of a dignity by letters patent 

to a person], and his heirs ffeneraUy* But it nevertheless appears, upon reference to the 
Lisle case (ahready herein before noticed,) that the said barony was granted to John Tal- 
bot, his ?ieirs and assigns, lords of the manor of IBngston-IAsle. It probably may be 
questioned how £ar this grant was a creation, or a confirmation, of a precedent right, as 
the ancestors of the said John Talbot had, as asserted in the patent to him, (though cer- 
tainly untruly,) by long inheritance, been barons Lisle, by tenure and writ of summons. 
But, as that actual barony, — ^that is, the feudal manor of tSngston-IAsle, was in reality 
vested in his mother, he had no further interest in the honour than with her consent; 
and, by the declaration of the king, became conceded to him. The words of the patent 
for this purpose were ^^ Ad removendum omnem dubiUatumis scrupulum ymmi, ifc. ; crea- 
vinnus, ifc. 

The most singular limitation of a dignity created by patent, next to that of Lisle, is 
that of the barony of Lucas of CrudwelL It was granted the 15 Cha. II. to Mary, coun- 
tess of Kent, to hold to her and the heirs male of her body begotten by the earl of Kent: 
and for want of such issue, to the heirs of her body by the said earl; with a declaration, 
^^That if, at any time or times after the death of the said Mary countess of Kent, and 
default of issue male of her body by the said earl begotten, there shall be more persons 
than one, who shall be co-heirs of her body by the said earl, the said honour, title, and 
dignity shall go, and be held and enjoyed, firom time to time, by such of the said co-heirs, 
as by course of descent at the common law should be inheritable to other entire and 
indivisable inheritances, as, namely, an office of honour, and public trust, or a castle for 
the necessary defence of the realm, or the like ; in case any such inheritance was given, 
or limited to the said Mary, and the heirs of her body by the said earl begotten.^^ — 
And by a private act of parliament, 15 Cha. IL, this declarative dause is ratified and con- 
firmed. 
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This is the only precedent among the grants of English peerages^ where the title 
has been expressly defined to descend to heirs general^ so as not to fieJl into abeyance^ in 
case of there being more than one female co-heir. Among the Scotch honours, there is 
an instance of similar restriction, with regard to the earldom of Dysart, conferred by 
Charles II. on William Murray, and by one of his co-heiresses brought into the family 
of Tollemache. 

It may not be irrelevant to remade, that the greater part of the Scotch peerages, the 
earldoms especially, are descendable as well to the female, as to the male line. In the 
cases before the lords' committee of privileges, upon a claim to the Roxburgh titles, there 
were exhibited extraordinary powers granted by the crown to an individual, with regard 
to nominating his successors to his honours. This kind of flavour, sometimes conceded 
by the kings of Scotland, while that crown was a distinct kingdom, proceeded upon the 
feudal principle, that certain lands having been erected into an honour, either barony or 
earldom, which lands, according to common law, would have been descendible to heirs 
general, die same were, therefore, conferred upon a particular person, with the like power 
of ordering the course of succession, as he would have had, provided the lands had been 
a private estate of inheritance. 

Previous to the Scotch union, the surrenders of charters of peerage grants, with re- 
grants, or charters of novihdamus, were very frequently made and obtained : but since the 
union, the course of succession to Scotch honours remains upon the letter of the charter 
under which they were inheritable at the time of the union. It is particularly noticeable 
of many Scotch titles, that they have been granted to heirs male whatsoever, and not 
like English honours, restricted to the issue male of the body of the patentee. Thus the 
baronies of Aston, and Kircudbright, were enjoyed by persons not descended from the 
body of the party first ennobled. 

There is a very peculiar feature of the latitude granted by the Scotch sovereigns to ^ 

those whom they have thought fit to dignify with peerages, running through the title 
of Oxfoord. By letters patent, dated in 1651, but which did not pass the great seal 
till 1660, Charles II. created Sir James Makgill, and Mb heirs tnaie of Tailzie, andprovi^ 
Hon whatsoever,* viscounts of Oxfoord, and lords Makgill of Coushnd. In 16C2 this * Joaiii.I>om. 
nobleman made a surrender of his estate to the crown, and obtained a new charter with p, 379, 



a clause de novo damns, to himself, for Itfe, remainder to Robert, his eldest son, by—— 
Livingston his wife, and the heirs male of his body by her, remainder to the heirs male 
of his body by any other wife, remainder to such person or persons as he had named a$td 
appointed, or shotdd name and ^gspoini by any toriiing Mnder his hand, de&ult of which, to 
his heirs male whatever; which all failing, to his heirs and assigns whatsoever^' 

In 1733 James Makgill^ heir male of the patentee, claimed the peerage, and, on the 
25 th April, 1735, the daim was heard.t He was found to have half the character, but ^ n,^ p, 532. 

VOL. I. o 
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to want the other half. He was heir male; but he was not heir of Tailzie andpnmeion : 

the chiiin was not allowed. 

Somewhat similar to the preceding^ was the grant made by king James I. mider the 

great seal of Scotland, dated 20th Dec. 1607, of the title of lord Halyrudhous to Mr. 

John Boithwell (one of the senators of the college of Justice) and the heirs male of his 

body ; which failing, to the heirs male of Adam Bishop of Orkney, his father ; which 
* Joani.Dom. failing to the lawjid and nearest heirs and assigns of the said Mr. John Boitkivett.* 
?r^TA. xm. rj^e patent and charters granted in the instance of the English barony of lisle, by 

Henry VI. and Edw. IV., which have been before cited, have nothing so extraordinary 

in them as is contained in these two creations of Ozfoord and Halyrudhous. 



ON THE SURRENDER OF TITLES. 

It has already been observed, that a resolution of the house of lords has declared that 
no title can be surrendered to the crown, so as to bar the right of any one entitled in the 
course of legal descent to the inheritance thereof: but neither the particular case or the 
principle of the decision having been fully stated, it may not be irrelevant to notice this 
interesting subject in a more detailed manner. 

In 1619, the 17 James L, Sir John ViUiers, knight, (one of the brothers to the great 
favourite Oeorge YiUiers, duke of Buckingham,) was created baron Villiers of Stoke, and 
viscount Purbeck, by letters patent, with limitation of those honours to the heirs male 
of his body. Robert, his son and successor, in 1660 levied a fine of his honours, and 
died in France 1675 ; whereupon Robert, his son, assumed the title of viscount Purbeck, 
t n>. Tol. ziiL ^^^ claimed his seat as such in the lords' house of parliament ; on which occasion,t it 
p. 259. ^^iras solemnly determined, on the 18th of June, 1678, ^ TTuU no fine now lemed, or at any 

time hereafter to be levied to the king, can bar such title ofhonour, or the right of any per- 
son claiming such title under him that levied, or shall levy suchfineJ^ 

But this determination was not made without great opposition on the part of Sir 
William Jones, the king's attorney-general, who besides citing numerous precedents, 
t GoUiM'f remarked,! that, by the statute of 26 Hen. VIII. cap. 1 7^ a man attainted of treason shall 
so^ fi**^^ ^' fi^^ ^ lands, tenements and hereditaments/' Now, the word which here comprehends 
honours, must be hereditaments ; erg&, if these words comprehend honours, the rule at 
common law, with regard to other estates, seems to apply to honours ; for provided they 
are, although an estate tail, subject to be extinguished for an act unlawful, viz. treason, 
they are equally liable to be surrendered by act lawful, namely, fine or recovery. It ap- 
pears a ffi n piV^' doctrine, that, like an hereditament, they should be forfeitable, and yet, 
like an hereditament, they should not be alienable. 
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The ingenious arguments of Mr. Attorney were^ however^ ably rebutted by the earl 
of Shaftsbury^ and probably overruled by the sentiments of the lords^ by reason that the 
honour and dignity of the peerage would have been reduced to the practice of the courts 
at Westminster-hall ; a point which, [in the Banbury case some years afterwards, occa- 
sioned a long controversy between the judges and the lords. 

During this discussion, the speedi of the earl of Shaftsbury had the following notice* 
able passages, viz : — 

^^ Tour lordships did never suffer your honours to be tryed by the courts below, or 
anywhere but before yourselves ; although your other inheritances are tryed there, as 
well as other men's ; for titles of honour are not dispensable as other inheritances ; 
neitiier will their descent be guided by the strict ruliss of the common law. 

^^Tour lordships are the next thing to the crown — ^though that be far above us ; 
but those who reach at that, must take you in their way. Tour lordships were voted 
useless and dangerous before the crown was laid aside ; and as, in the descent of the 
crown, the whole kingdom have such an interest as the king cannot alien, or surrender 
it, so in a proportionable degree, though far less, the king and kingdom have an interest 
in your lordships' titles and dignities. 

^ It is granted, that honours may be forfeited, but it doth not therefore follow, that 
they may be extinguished, — there being two reasons for the forfeiture, which are peculiar 
to honours, viz: — 

^^ First — ^Because there is a condition in law, that they shall be true and loyal to the 
crown and government. 

^' Second — Honours are inherent in blood, and when that is corrupted and stained, 
that which was inherent is likewise taken away; but in the case of surrender, those 
reasons do not hold : here is no breach of any condition in law, — ^here is no coiruption 
of blood. For these two reasons, felony without dergy forfeits honours ; whereas other 
inheritances, though fee-«imple, are only lost for a year and a day ; so also are freeholds 
for lives ; which is another dear instance, that honours are not governed by the rules of 
the common law, as in other inheritances.'^ 

With respect to the precedents quoted by the attorney-general^ diey either related to 
feudal honours, which while the peerage dignity was attached to tlie tenure of certain 
lands, passed according to tbe jNTindples of common-law inheritances ; saving that, being 
tenures in capite, they required the king's licence for the surrender or alienation ; or 
they referred to the surrender of earldoms,'*^ and other honours, descendable in the * Norfolk et 
blood, which were aU 4«« nirroMfcr* fp«*(>«< )&«»; ^ 
advantage by them, in having greater honours granted to them.* The case of Roger 

a William FMlat, Mil of WUtddn, on bfliasadnDoed to 1^ 
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Stafford, designated by my lord Shaftsbury '^Mr. Attorneys eok, ringle, and melancholy 
precedenty* made in 1638, and condemned in parliament in 1640, forms a solitary sub* 
ject for consideration ; and the more so, because it is a case which neither historians^ 
lawyers, or heraldic authors, have ever Sedrly set forth. It was this : — 

Edward Stafford, duke of Buckingham, earl and baron Stafford, was indicted and 
arraigned for treason, and beheaded the 17th of May, 1531, (IS Hen. VIII.), after which 
he was attainted, whereby all his honours, &c., were forfeited. But Henry Stafford, his 
only son, was, inmiediately after his father's execution, restored in blood, though not 
to his honours or lands. The 20th of September, however, a small provision was made 
for him out of those immense estates which had been seized by the crown ; and on the 
5th of July, the 23 Hen. VIII., a further grant of the castle of Stafford, &c was made 
to him ; the yearly rent of all which together only amoimted to 317'. 13#. \\d* 

The 1 Edw. YI. he was again restored in blood, says Dugdale, who cites the 
journals of that year; but in the Statute-book, no copy or title of such an act appears. 
From this act it is shown, that he had restitution of the barony of Stafford ; yet, with a 
limitation of descent different to that of the ancient barony, which, originating by writ 
of summons, was descendable to heiri^eneral; whereas the title now conferred was to 
go only to heirg-fnale. The words of the act were, ^ That the said Henry lord Stafford, 
and the heyres-maie of his body, may and shall be accepted, taken, known, reputed, called, 
and written, henceforth by the name of lord Stafford; and that the said Henry, and the 
heyres male of Ms body coming, shall have and enjoy, in and at all parliaments, and other 
places, the name, roome, place, and voice of a baron, &c.'^ 

This Henry thus restored baron Stafford to him and his heirs male, had issue four 
sons ; viz. Henry, Edward, Walter, and Richard : of these, Henry and Edward were 
successively barons Stafford; the latter was father of another Edward, whose son, a 
third Edward, died before his father, having had issue a daughter Mary, and a son Henry, 
which Henry died unmarried ; by which event Mary, his sister, who married Sir William 
Howard, a younger son, to Thomas earl of Arundel, became his heir general : but by 
reason that the inheritance of the barony was by the act of Edward YI. restricted to 
Aetr« male, she was incapable of succeeding to the said honour, as she would have been 
entitled to have done to the original barony, provided it had never been forfeited. 

Thus the male line of Henry and Edward, the two eldest sons of Henry, the res- 
tored baron Stafford, having fedled, the course of succession devolved upon Roger, the 
son of Richard Stafford the youngest brother to the aforesaid Edward, (the other brother 
Walter being dead, without issue,) which Roger immediately presented a petition for the 
barony ; but, being of himself merely of slender fortune, (probably none at all) he was 
borne down by the weighty power of the Howards, who solicited the barony for the sia- 
ter of the last lord Henry, and her husband, the before-named Sir William Howard. 
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Richard Stafford (before mentioned) died very poor : his son, the said Roger Staf- 
ford, was bom at Malpas, in Cheshire ; in his youth lie went by the name of Fludd, or 
Floyde — for what reason has not yet been explained ; perhaps, with the indignant pride, 
that the very name of Stafford should not be associated with the obscurity of such a lot! 
However, one Fludd or Floyde, a servant of Mr. George Corbett of Cowlesmore, near 
Lee, in Shropshire, (his mother's brother) is mentioned in a MS. which tmdoubtedly 
was once part of the Stafford collections ; and it is not improbable, that this person was 
some fidthfiil servant, under whose roof he might have been reared, or found a shelter 
from misfortunes, when all his great alliances, with an odious and detestable selfishness, 
might have forsaken him ; and that he might have preferred the generous, though hum- 
ble, name of Floyde, to one which had brought to him nothing but a keener memorial 
of his misfortunes. 

At the age of sixty-five he became, by the early death of Henry, lord Stafford, (the 
great-grandson of his father's elder brother,) in 1637> heir male of the family; a circum- 
stance which was to subject him to new mortifications. 

The act of 1 Edw. VI. restored his grandfather in blood ; gave to him and the heirs 
male of his body the rank of a baron, and enabled him and his successors to make join- 
tures or grant a life estate to younger children ; or dispose by will for advanchig children, 
or paying of debts, to the amount of two-thirds of the parcels of the smalVlands restored 
by Hen. VIIL Tet Dugdale does not specify whether the entail was on the heir male, 
or heir general, except of a small part i but the entail of the peerage depended upon the 
act of Edw. VI., which decisively expressed it upon the heir male. Roger Stafford 
therefore, in 1637> became, beyond all doubt, entitled to be lord Stafford, and accordingly 
presented a petition of daim, and submitted his right to the king's judgment. Upon 
which submission his majesty declared his royal pleasure, that the said Roger Stafford, 
having no parte of the inheritance of the said lord Stafford, nor any otJier landes or meanes 
whatsoever — (a most honest and just reason certainly) — should make a resignation of all 
claims and titles to the said barony of Stafford, for his majesty to dispose of as he should 
see fit. In obedience and performance of which order, the said Roger Stafford did, by 
his deed enrolled, dated 7th Dec. 1639, grant and surrender unto his majesty, the afore- 
said barony of Stafford, and the honour, name and dignity of lord Stafford in and 
by the act of Edw. VI. granted ; together with all his right, &c. &c. : and covenanted 
before the end of Hilary term next, to levy a fine of the barony; which fine was 
accordingly levied. After which surrender made, and fine levied, the king, by patent, 
12th Sept., 16 Car. I., created Sir William Howard, and Mary his wife, baron and 
baroness Stafford, with remainder to the heirs male of their bodies; remainder to 
the heirs of their bodies, with such place and precedence as Henry, Lord Stafford, 
brother of the said Mary, had or ought to have as baron Stafford : which latter dause 
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seems illegal : inasmuch as it would be a new creation, the limitations being different 
firom those of the old honour : and no new creation can, without an act of parliament, 
take precedence of any older creation of the same degree. 

Thus was this poor old man overpowered for ever, and the cruel and unjust result, 
aggravated if possible, by the illiberality of the manner, in words as base, as the decree 
was arbitrary and unprincipled ! viz. ^ Roger Staflfbrd, in his youth called Fludd, pre* 
tending himself to be descended from a younger son of the said Henry first lord Stafford, 
did daim the barony of Stafford, which title and dignity the said Sir William Howard, 
in right of his said lady did also daim /' By what intimidation this unhappy no- 
bleman was influenced to surrender his rights, cannot now be known ; but the validity of 
a fine has since been questioned, and entirely annulled, as before observed, in the Pur- 
beck case. 

In the 4 Edw. IV. John Nevill, lord Montague, was created earl of Northumberland, 
per yMum regem ore tenus, which memorandum was probably added at the foot of the 
record in consequence of the patent having passed without a writ of privy seal, by the 
personal order of the king. In the 8th of the same king this writ was brought ^into 
chancery to be cancelled : and Nevill was created marquess of Montague. 

In the 11 Edw. IV. Lodowic de Bruges was created earl of Winchester, to hold to 
him, and the heirs male of his body. In the 15 Hen. VII. the letters patent appear to 
have been restored to the king, to the intent that they might be cancelled; and, by a 
memorandum at the foot of the record, it seems, the inrolment was thereupon vacated. 
But these precedents were previous to the Stafford and Parbeck cases, and were not 
accompanied by any fine. 

The resolution in the Purbeck title does not appear to have been meant to apply 
retrospectively. 



FORFEITURE. 

A Dignity or Tide of Honor, whether holden in fee^ in tail, or for life, is forfeited 
for ever, and lost by the attainder for treason or felony of the person possessed of it, and 

* Crniie on can Only be again revived by a reversal of the attainder.* 

^^^fP'^^* Ralph, Lord Nevill of Raby, was created Earl of Westmordand, toholdtoIum,and 

the heirs male of his body. From him descended Charles the sixth earl, who, in the 
13th of Queen EUaeabeth, was attainted of high treason, by outlawry and by act of par- 
liament. He died s. p. m., upon which Edward Nevill, Lord Abergavenny, descended 
from a younger son of Ralph the first earl, daimed the title as hdr male of the body of 
the first grantee of the earldom. 
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On hearing of his petition, it was resolved by all the Judges, that although the 
dignity was within the statate, de dowis eonditionalibusy yet it was forfeited by a condition 
in law, taeitey annexed to the estate of the dignity ; for an earl has an office of trust and 
of confidence f and when such a person, against the duty and end of his dignity, takes not 
only council, but abo arms against the king to destroy him, and thereof is attainted by 
due course of law; by that he hath forfeited his dignity in the same maimer, as if tenant 
in tail of an office of trust misuse it, or use it not.^ These are forfeitures of such offices 
for ever, by force of a condition in law, tacUey annexed to their estates* It was also 
resolved, that if it had not been forfeited by the common law, it would have been for- 
feited by the 26th Henry VIIL^ 

In the case of entailed tides, no corruption of blood takes place ; and therefore a 
dignity in tail may be claimed by a son surviving an attainted father,*^ who never was * Lords' Jour, 
in possession of such dignity ; for the son may claim from the first purchaser of the 
dignity, performam doniy as heir male of his body, within the description of the grant. 

In the instance of a dignity descendable to heirs general, the attainder of any an- 
cestor of a person claiming such dignity, through whom the claimant must derive his 
titie (though the person attainted was never possessed of the dignity) will bar such claim 
— ^for the blood of the person attainted being corrupted, no titie can come through him.f f Ludeycaie. 

Where a person is tenant in tail male of a dignity, with a remainder over in tail 
male to another, and such person is attainted of high treason, the dignity is forfeited as 
to him and his issue male ; but upon the failure thereof, it becomes vested in the remainder 
man, or his male descendants.!^ 1 Nortii«»b. 

Baildom. 

There is a difference, however, between an attainder for high treason, and an at- 
tainder for felony. Dignities, whether created by writ, or by patent, become forfeited 
by attainder, for high treason : but, by an attainder for felony, an entailed dignity is not 
forfeited, though one created by writ and descendable to heirs general is. Thus Mervin 
Touchet was baron Audley by writ, in England, and earl of Castiehaven in Ireland, by 
patent, with limitation to his issue male. In 1631 he was attainted of Felony, and was 
executed on charges found against him of an infetmous nature. His barony of Audley 
was forfeited ; but, according to modem principles his earldom was not affected. 

• Qiue. how ftff this would apply to the dignitj of a baronet limilarly entailed, who not being (like a peer) of 
the king'a council, holds neither an office of trust nor confidence ? 

^ If a peerage be an office of trust, and forfeitable in the same manner as tenant in tail of an office of trust who 
misuses it, or uses it not, it seems to purport that the non-daim of a dignity, to which any one is heir for two or 
three hundred years, is a misuse, or non-use of the dignity descended to him ; and b an abandonment of right, and, 
as such, within the Statute of T limitation. 

« A copy of NefiU's chum is in the Lansdown MSS., 254, p. 376. It is a very curious and interesting docu- 
ment. 

' Vide the interesting case of the Dukedom of Somerset, in the Third Peerage Report, p. 49. 



48 BARONIA ANOLICA CONCENTRATA. 

In the case of Charles lord Stourton, who inherited that title under letters patent, 
the 26 Hen. VI., whereby his ancestor, Sir John Stourton was created a baron, with 
limitation to the heirs male of his body, it appears that, although the said Charles, Lord 
Stourton, was convicted and hung for one of the most foul, heinous, and premeditated 
murders ever perpetrated, his son was summoned to parliament without any act of res- 
toration, either in blood, or honours having ever been passed. The same principle was 
also confirmed in the case of the Earl Ferrars, who was likewise hung (at Tyburn) in 
1711^ for shooting his steward. 

In every attainder whereby a dignity has been forfeited, it is holden that the crown 
by virtue of its own prerogative, has not any power to restore the dignity, which can 
only be done by act of parliament, annulling and reversing the attainder. The king may 
grant a dignity of the same degree, and by the same name, without the reversal of the 
attainder, but the dignity so granted, will be a new one, and not the same which existed 

* Lords' Jour, before the attainder.'!' 

Lumiey caie. j^ ^^ Beaumont peerage daim by Mr. Stapleton, it was adjudged, that the attainder 

of one co-heir did not render the other a sole heir, it was only an impediment to the 

t Lords' Jour, claim of the attainted party .f 

In the claims to the Camois] and Bray peerages, (1839,) a question was raised^ 
whether the attainder of one co-heir for high treason could affect the joint co-heirs, and 
occasion a forfeiture of the dignity ? It was resolved by the judges that the attainder of 

t Ibid. one co-heir did not affect the rights of the rest.} 

S Chapt. i. The 11 of Hen. the VII., enacts§ ^^ that from thenceforth no person who attends 

upon the king, for the time bei$ig, and does jhim true and faithful allegiance, shall be 
convicted or attainted of high treason.^'* This distinction between a king dejure, and a 
king de facto, might apply to those unfortunate persons who followed the fortune of 
their lawful sovereign, king James the II., when he left one part of his kingdom to 
set up his standard in another, (as he did in Ireland) : but which retirement for his per- 
sonal safety, was afterwards called an abdication. There was not then any king, dejure, 
who could complain that king James was an usurper, as in the contest between Hen. VI. 
and Edw. IV., who were alternately declared by parliament righffid kings, and usurpers. 

» Vide Sir William Bladcstone's interpretation of this Statate,^4 Comm. 77, 78.— 

QiUB. the Validity of the Peerages conferred by king James upon several persons, whOe king de /ado tt de 
jmret snd resident in a part of his kingdom, idiich had not acknowledged the introrention of the FHnoe of Orange, 
and remained feithftil to its sorereign. 
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LENGTH OF TIME. 

Pberaob dignities are not within the statute of limitations^ and may be claimed at any 
time^ however great the distance ; for as a dignity cannot be aliened, surrendered, or ex- 
tinguished, so neither can it be lost by the negligence of any person intitled to it.'i^ * Cniiie on 

This has been exemplified in very many decisions by the Lords' Committees for 
Privileges, as testifiedf in the cases of Botetourt, Bemers, Le Despenser, Camois, Bray. fhoM'Jmm 
Vaux of Harrowden, Beaumont, &c. 

But these claims were fonnded upon personal creations by writ of summons, and 
descending upon female co-heirs at the decease of tiie last male who had enjoyed the 
the dignity by virtue of summons to parUament ; and as such, no question of abandon- 
ment could arise, as might, supposing a person had for divers years had writs of summons 
directed to him, and dying left a son and heir, who never had the like summons, and 
whose male issue long continued after, without ever claiming the dignity of his ancestor. 
Here is a clear and wilful abandonment of the dignity, very different to co-heiresses 
neither of whom had a special right in preference to the other, untQ the king might ex- 
ercise his grace in behalf of one of them. 

John ap Adam had summons to parliament, repeatedly in the reign of Edw. I., and 
was one of the barons summoned to attend the coronation of Edw. II. He died, leaving 
a son and heir who never had the like summons, and he had a son and heir, who also 
was never summoned to parliament. He sold, or alienated his baronial castle of Bevers- 
ton to the Lord Berkeley, and thus divested himself of any baronial tenure in capite ; and 
his descendants thereafter intermixed with the commonalty of the kingdom. Now upon 
the precedents cited, if the first John ap Adam was created an hereditary baron by virtue 
of his repeated summonses to parliament, his heir general descended firom him would be 
entitled thereto, notwithstanding a voluntary tacitness of claim for five hundred years. 

In the earldom of Westmoreland case, the dignity is said to have been forfeited at 
common law, as an hereditament. If peerage be an hereditament at common law, then 
does it not bear to come within the statute of limitations, as an estate over which the 
common law has controul ? 

The most remarkable case respecting length of time of non-claim, with an apparent 
acquiescence of abandonment, is presented in that of the earldom of Devon. Edward 
Courtenay, son and heir of Henry Courtenay, earl of Devon, and marquess of Exeter, 
who was attainted and executed for high treason in 1538, was by queen Mary, in the first 
year of her reign, restored to the title of earl of Devon, by patent, limiting the same to 
him, et heredibue maeculis in perpettmm, the words de corpare suo, being omitted; he died 
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a few years after, and the earldom was considered to have become extinct by his death, 
without issue male, or any issue at all — and thus continued, as a dignity which had ex- 
pired in the Courtenay family, and vacant in the crown to grant to any other person. 

Under this presumption king James I. conferred the earldom upon Charles Blount, 
baron Montjoy, who dying without legitimate issue, it once more terminated, and fell 
again to the crown; when king James in 1618, by letters patent, created William, lord 
Cavendish, earl of Devon, in whose descendants it thenceforth remained, till William, the 
fourth earl, was advanced to the title of duke of Devonshire, in 1694, when it became 
merged in the higher dignity, and is vested at the present day. 

During aU this period, the Courtenay family, though the heir male was possessed of 
a great estate, never assumed any claim, but permitted the earldom to be granted over 
twice to other families without complaining, and even accepted the very inferior honour 
of a baronetcy, which afterwards was advanced to the dignity of the peerage, by the title 
of viscount Courtenay, in 1762. 

William, third viscount Courtenay, and grandson of the first, was, however, so for- 
tmiate at last to discover, (after a lapse of time of nearly two hundred and eighty years,) 
that the title of earl of Devon, restored by queen Mary, to Edward Courtenay, was not 
limited to the issue male of his body, but to his heirs male whomsoever, and that he was 
the heir male then entitled to the earldom. On this he presented a petition to the crown, 
claiming the said earldom, which petition, after having been referred to the attorney- 
general was reported by him favourably, and was thereupon referred to the house of 
lords, who in their committee of privileges resolved, that he, the viscount Courtenay, 
was entitled to the said earldom of Devon, which resolution was approved of by the king. 

On this occasion their lordships observed that they were bounden in their decision 
by the letters patent, in which, whether the words de corpore ««o, were accidentally left 
out, or purposely omitted, they could only be guided in their judgment, by the express 
words of the patent, JusredUms sma masculis inperpetuitm, which opened the right of suc- 
cession to heirs male whatsoever. There cannot be a doubt but that the Courtenay 
femily considered the earldom extinguished upon the death of earl Edward in 1566, s.p., 
or they never would have seen it granted over to the barons Montjoy, and Cavendish, 
without an interposition of their own right* However, of late years, many ckdms to 
Scotch peerages, similarly limited, having been preferred, and allowed to the respective 
claimants, this circumstance might have led to the enqtdry into, and the discovery of the 
contents of queen Mary^s patent, which forms an anomaly in tiie creation, or rather limi- 
tation of English peerages. 

With reference to Scotch titles, to which Lord Brougham in the committee of pri- 
vileges, alluded, by assimilating the earldom of Devon to that of Annandale ; — ^it is to be 
observed, the Scotch charters generally, have words of express and decisive meaning, as 
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karedUms wis mascuUs guibuscunque in perpetuum, or haredibfus wis moiCuHs impertuum 
nomen et arma famlM gerentibus; but no such comprehensive words are in the Devon 
patent ; and as to the Annandale tide, it was not then, nor as it since been determined^ 
so that it would have no bearing upon Lord Brougham's analogy, which was a gratuitous 
recommendation in behalf of the claimant. 

The first Scotch tide of this description, brought before the house of lords in Eng- 
land for decision, was that of Kircudbright, respecting which, it appears that Sir Robert 
Madellan, was by Charles I., in 1633, created a peer of Scotland, by the tide of lord 
Kircudbright, to hold to him, smaque haredibus mascuUs, cognomen et arma dicti Domini 
Roberti gerentibus. He died in 1641 without issue male, whereupon he was succeeded 
by his nephew William Thomas, son of his brother William, who was second son of Sir 
Thomas, &ther of him, the said Robert lord Kircudbright. This Thomas, second lord 
Kircudbright, also dying in 1647 s. p., the tide devolved upon his cousin John, eldest 
son of his uncle John, who was the third and youngest son of Sir Thomas, father of the 
first lord. At length by fEolure of all intervening heirs male, the tide fell to be represented 
by John Madellan, an officer at the time in the 30th regiment of foot descended from 
Gilbert MadeUan, second son of Sir Thomas, who was grandfather of Thomas Madellan, 
the grandfother of Sir Thomas, the father of Robert first lord Kircudbright. 

This John having pretented a petition to his majesty, (Geo. III.) claiming the tide, 
it was referred to the house of lords, by whom in May 1773, it was adjudged that he had 
a right to the tide, honour, and dignity of lord Kircudbright, claimed in his petition. — 
He was lieutenant-cdond in the third regiment of foot guards, and retired from the ser- 
vice in 1789, and died in 1801, leaving two sons, who succeeded each other; but both 
deceased without leaving any issue male, so that the tide is now dormant, though it can- 
not be deemed extinct so long as a male Madellan can exist capable of proving a descent 
from die origmal stock.^ 

The Scotch peerages in general, had from a very early period, a course, or line of 
limitation very different from those of English creation, in which respect, it would be 
inconsistent to adjudge an English tide, by a presumed Scotch analogy; or a Scotch 
peerage by Englis^h precedent 

NEW LAW OP DESCENT. 

(Section 5 and 6.— 3 and 4 WiUiam IV., chap. 106.; 

By these sections (5 and 6) it is enacted, ^ That no brother or sister shall be con- 
sidered to inherit immediatdy from his or her brother or sister, but every descent from 

' * When the editor was in Amftrioi, in 1826, he was acquainted with a generaL MadeUan, in the aerrioe of the 
United States, who then told him he was descended of the hoose of Kircudbright. He was married and had male 
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brother or dbter shall be traced tkrmigh the pmreniy and that every lineal aneealor 
shall be (tepabk of being heir to any of his iasue; and in every cas^ where Hnae shaU be 
no issue of the pnrehaser^ hie nearest lineal ancestor shall be his heir, in j^reCerenoe to 
any person who woold hvve been entitled to inherit^ rither by tracing his descent through 
such lineal ancestor^ or in consequence of there being no descendant of sodi lineal an<* 
cestor^ so that the father ehaU be preferred to a breiher er meters and a more remote lineal 
aneeetor, to any of his issue^ other than a Unesl nearer ancestor or his issue/^ 



CONCLUDING OBSERVATIONS. 

It is said to be doubtful whether a person can refuse to waive a dignity cenlmed 
upon him by the crown. Lord chief-justiee Coke asserts ^^if Ihe king caUeth any 
knight or esquire to be a lord of parliament^ he cannot refuse to serve the king tiiersy 
in ilh eommuni eonciUOj for the good of his country." This opinion Mr. Cruise says is 
contradicted by lord-chancellor Cowper^ who held that the king couU not create a sub- 
ject a peer of the realm ligainst his wiU^ because then it would be i^i die power of the 
king to ruin a subject^ whose estate and circumstances might not be suffieiint for the 
honour. His lordship also held, that a minor mightv whan he came of age, waive a 
peerage granted to him during Ins infancy. 

Lord Trevor was of a different opinion, and held in conformity with lord chief-justice 
Coke, thirt; the king had a right to the itervioe of his subjects ki any station he thought 
proper; and instanced in the csoe of the crown^s haviI^; power to compel a subject to be a 
sheriff, and to fine him for refusing to Serve* He obscsred that in lord Abergavemiy's 
case, it was admitted the king might fine a person, whom he thought proper to sumanoa 
to the House of Peers,* it being there said that a person might choose to submit to a 
fine } and if it were allowed, the king might fine one far not accepting liie honour, and 
not appearing upon the writ, the king might fine toties quoCies, where there was a MfissaJ^ 
and consequently might compel the subject at last to accept the honour. 

This doctrine of lord Trevor, leads to the presumption, that formerly when the king 
summoned to parliament a person who did not hold by barony, but, nevertheless, was a 
tenant in capite of the crown, or otherwise a person of consummate judgment, whose 
advice he wished to have in common with the peers of the realm, such person could not 



• It &9m aot Mow bManue tte king miglift Uddk proper to tunmoa a petm omc f&t hit mMmt hs i»m 
den to Bommoa him thereafter ;—<he writ is merely maadatorj, hai nodiing of peemge cNation in it, iufBrnqg htn^ 
ditafy giice^egiott, which li only am M mf d to be mtttit by iaj^Jootioa. TI1110 Om iMords Aow tiMS taoMrly (be Iniet 
eemmoBied iiwtn perK>n» to |ierliaeicnt Ibr levefil mnmfidbng yeeis, end nfwe e Hew ei dsifsg life; bntaevw slier eriM 
their hein and dewendanti to parliament by a eontinnaaoe of amUar write. 
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waive tbe writ, but was obligee! to attend, or sabmit to a fine, which being at that lera a 
part of the royal revenue, would not be likely to be suspended in case of disobedience 
to the writ. Many of those whose baronies were of small extent, looking upon the 
attendance on parliament so frequently called, and at very distant places, to be a burden- 
some service, were more anxious to be omitted than summoned; and in such respect, 
would often endeavour to deny their tenure or liability, as is shown in the instances of 
Fumival, and the abbot of Lricester. lliis may in many respects account for some who 
were summoned to several parliaments, not being again summoned, or any of their des- 
cendents ; unless it be supposed that the king did not by the writ confer on them an 
hereditary peerage. 

As the fine was a penalty of non-attendance upon the summons, it follows to be 
assumed, that where no fine is to be found in the records of the exchequer, that those 
to whom writs were directed, did attend the parliament to which they were summoned: 
and althou^y the being appointed a trier of petitions may be a proof of sitting, it is not 
proof against the other persons named in the writ of summons being absent, for the triers 
could only be nominated by those who were present, which persons would be no others 
than those who were summoned. 

In the summons of the 35 Edw. L, it is thus noticed, viz. Beginahhu de Grey, vemi 
per 77lo. de Wtfmerehamy atUrnatum.* This person was not a baron, he could not there- * l>nf^ 
fore be a peer's prexy, as of equal rank. He was the attorney for Reginald de Grey, and 
appeared for him, as it would seem, merely to save the penalty, or fine imposable for 
non-attendance to the mandate of the writ. 

This indicates as strong a ground for believing the persons summoned always either 
personally attended, or by attorney or proxy, shewed cause for absence. Hence the aigu- 
ment must apply, that where divers summonses were addressed for several successive 
years tothe same person, he was by virtue thereof an hereditary peer of parliament, unless 
it be considered that the king's writ was only mandatory pro hme vice, ioties et quotiei, 
and not creative of a descendable dignity. 



REFERENCES TO THE PROOFS OF SITTING IN PARLIAMENT, TQ THE 

19 HEN. VIL 

The Rolls of P^liament commence only in the 6 Edw. I., A. D. 1278, from which 
period there are not any summonses to parliament upon record till the 22 Edw. I.^ so 
that, although several parliaments were undoubtedly holden in the interim, yet there is 
no evidence of the names of those who were summoned thereto. 

The Claus. Rot., 6 Edw. I. (m. 5. in dorso), sets forth. Memorandum quod in parli- 
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amento Regis Edwardi apud Westan' in fiesto Sancti Midlia anno i^nx qnadem Regis 
Sexto in presencia Episooponun Wynton*^ Danelm% Hereford^ Norwic'y Prions Provin- 
cial' ordinis firatnun predicatomm in Anglia, Decani Sanun^ Magistri Thome Bek, Willi* 
dmi de Valencia, Avuncoli r^is^ Comitmn Conrab' Glonc* Waren' Wan' & de Earrick, 
witih. other names, whidi excepting Robert Fits Walter, Robert de Tybetot, and John 
de Cobbeham, as barons thereafter mentioned in writs of summons to anbaeqnent parli- 
aments, are those of tiie judges of the several courts, officers of the pahces, and the 
comt royaL 

To this assembly came Alexander, king of Scotland, and acknowledged himself the 
liege man of king Edward, and did homage to him accordingly. 

Anno 1290, the 18 Edw. I. : Memorandnm quod in crastino Sane Trinitatis anno 
regni regis dedmo octavo in pkno parUamento ipsius Domini r^is Robertus Bathon' & 
WeUen's &c.Episcopi, Edmundus frater Domini regis, Willus de Valenc', Comes Ftoebrok 
&c. Robertus de Tipetot, R^;inaldus de Grey, Johannes de Hastinges, Johannes 
de Sancto Johanne, Richardus filius Johannis, Willus le Latymer, Rogerus de Monte 
Alto, Willus de Brewose, Theobaldus de Verdun, Walterus de Huntercnmb, Niohus de 
Segrave. Et ceeteri magnates et proceres tunc in Parliamento existentes, pro se & com- 
munitate totius regni, quantum in ipsis est concesserunt Domino r^ ad filiam suam 
primogenitam maritand', quod ipse Dominus rex perdpiat & habeat tale auxilium, et tan- 
tum quale & quantum Dominus Henricus rex pater suus peroepit & habuit de regno &c. 

Of these persons mention is made by Sir William Dugdale in his Baronage, as 
among the barons who had summons to subsequent parliaments. 

The parliament roll of the 20 Edw. I., A. D. 1292, follows the parliament holden at 
London. 

This roll sets forth a great plea between the earls of Gloucester and Hereford, apud 
Bergaveny, and recites — viz. ^' Mandavit dominus rex per literas suas delectis & fidelibus 
Johanni de Hasting, Johanni fil' Reginald!, EUbnundo de Mortuo mari, Rogero de Mortuo 
man Theobaldo de Verdun, Johanni Tregoz, Wifto de Breuse, Galfirido de Cammill, &c.; 
quod intersint apud Brakennock &c." Postea the said named attended ; excepting Wil- 
liam de Breuse, who excused himself on the ground that his lands in Wales were in the 
king's hands. 

The earl of Hereford, with the above named persons (excepting William Breuse) 
attended ; but the earl of Gloucester did not. Whereupon, ^^ dictum est ex parte domini 
regis, Johanni de Hasting et omnibus alU$ magnatibm sttpranmninatia quod pro statu et 
jure regb, et pro oonservatione dignitatis oorone &paob sue, apponant manum ad librum 
fieusiend' id quod eis ex parte domini regis injungetur." 
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Soi. PurL 21 Edw. L, A J). 1293, Vol L,p. 114*15. 

Witnesses to a deed in the nature of a fine, between John Baliol king of Seotar, ai^d 
Edw. I., touching certain lands clained by the said John BalioL 



R. Comite Pictav^ et Cornub'. 

W. Comite Warrenn'. 

J. Comite Line' Conatabolar' Cestr'. 

W. Comite AlbemarP. 

R. Comite Wynton* 

S, de Monte Fortu 

G. Mar* Com' Penbr'. 

Com. Patric*. 

Com' de Strathem'. 

Comite de Laireiiadii. 

Comite de Angu3. 

Comite de Mar. 



Comite de AtthoL 
Comite de Ros. 
Wittmo Langespee. 
Radn^^ de TheRny. 
W. de Ros. 
R. de Ros. 
W. de Ferrar'. 
R. Bertram. 
H. PayneL 
6. de UmfranvilL 
Amaur' de Sanet^ Amando. 
Petro de Malo Laeii. 



It is worthy of remark that the parliament roll does not notice the parliament at 
Lincoln, of the 29 Edw. I., when the Ceunous letter from the nobles of Elngland is said 
to have been subscribed by the peers, and sent to the pope, touching the supremacy of 
England over Scotland. 

Part. B9i. de Jmm, 36 Sdw. /., A.D. 1306, Vol. L,p. 188. 



hie Edwafvks Ptwcq^. Wair filka 9^. 
hie Henr* de Lacy Comos lJmxHn\ 

Radtts de Monte Henaerii Comet: 
Glouc' & HertT. 

Thomas Comes Laicastr'. 

Humlrs. de Bobwi Ciomes HcnC & 



Jobes de Warenna ComM Sun' ex- 

cusaf quia in Wall' deLkf^ 
Edmundus Comes ArundeL 
Johes de Britann' Comes Richemund. 
Ghiido de Bello Campo Comes Warr'. 



Robtus de Veer Comes Ossn' ncusat 

Gilbfs de Umteimll Conmi de Anegoa* 
Henr' de Lancastr*. 
Adomaras de ¥ilBnc^.> 
Jobes de Fevav\ 
Hen' de Percy, 
hie Hugo le Despencer.^ 

Robtus fil' Wal& ¥eniet cum Carf • 
Wifis de Lalim^ 
Robtus de CMbrd. 
Robtus de Monte alto. 
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Jokes de Hastinges. 

Jobes de la Mare* 

Jokes de Ripar'. 

Jokes de Mohun. 

Petrus de Malo lacu excusa' p Justic*. 

Robtus fil. Pagani* 
hie Hugo de Courtenay. 

Ednius Deyncourt excosa' p Justic** 

Jokes de Sto Joke de Lageham* 

Galfrs de Geynyill. 

Thom^ de Fumivall. 

Roktas de Tony. 

Thorn' de Berkele. 

Witts de Brewosa. 

Petrus Corbet* 

Wi&s Martyn excusa' p Justic^. 

Thom^ de Multon. 

Jokes ap Adam. 

Fkus de Kyme excusa' p ^. 

Jokes de Segve. 

Roktus fir Rogi. 

Hugo de Veer, 

Walfus de Faucunberge. 

Rados Basset de Drayton. 

Rogos la Wanre. 

Jokes PayneL 

Alx' de BalUolo. 

Hugo Points, 
hie Rogus de Mortao mari. 
hie Wifis de Rithre. 

Reginaldus de Grey ven' p Thorn' de 
Wytnesham attorn', 
hie WaKus de Muncy. 

Roktas de Scales. 

Adam de Welles. 

Almaric' de Scd Amando. 



W^iB de Cantilupo. 

Jokes Engaigne. 

Gilktus Peeche. 

Jokes de Clavyngg. 

Witts de Leybum. 

Jokes de BeUo Campo de Soms. 
hie Witts de Giandisono. 

Jokes Extraneus. 

Jokes de Insula, 
hie Jokes de Sudle. 

Simon de Monte Acuto excusa' quia in 
Scoc*. 
hie Wal^deTeye. 

Edmdus de Hastinges. 

Jokes de Lancastr'. 

Jokes de Sto Joke 

Henr' Tregoz. 

Jokes Lovel de lychemeroh. 

Alanus la Zusehe. 

Henr* Tyeys. 

Nicks de Segye. 

Fulco Filius Warini. 

Jokes filius Reginaldi. 

Galfridus de Camvill excusatur p Regem 
ut testator litera Domini Roberta de 
Cotingham. 

Witts le Vavasour Justic* Trailb'. 

Witts de Feiar^. 

Roktus de Grendon. 

Edms Baro Staff*. 

Radus fir WiUi' 

Thom' de la Roche. 

Theobaldus de Verdon^ Junior. 

Witts Tuchet 

Henr Huse. 
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To this roll of earls and barons is to be added the Archbishop of York Angl' Primat 
and 19 bishops. But the Archbishop of Canterbury is not mentioned. 48 abbots. 

Rogs Brabazon. Wifts Inge excusatur p Traife. 

Witts de Ormesby. Magr WilP Pykering Archidiac'. 
Gilfctus de Roubury. Notingh'. 

Witts de Bereford. Magr Robertus de Pykering. 

Petrus Malorre. Magr Thomas de Luggore. 

Jolles de Berewyk. Magr Johannes de Cadamo. 

Johes de Insula. Magr Petrus de Dene. 

Henricus Spigumel Magr Rics de Plumstok. 



N.B. — Mandatum fiiit singulis Vieeeomitibus qd de quoUbet comitatu duos 
& de qualibet civitate duos ciues, & de quolibet Burgo duos Burgenses eligi^ & ad 
dictum parliamentum venire facerent ad tractandum &c. 

Appendix Rot. Pari. Vol. Lp. 267« — Clous. 33 Edw. L, m. 13, Dorso. 

Ordinatio facta per Dominum Regem pro stabilitate terre scocie. 

Names of Peers nominated, viz : — 

Le Counte de Nicole (Line.) Mons' Roger Brabazun. 

,, de Hereford. Sir Rauf de Hengham. 

Mons^ Hugh le Despens' Mons' William de Bereford. 
„ Henry de Percy. „ Roger de H^ham. 

,, Johan de Hastinggs mes il ny poeit ,j Johan del Isle. 

venir p la Maladie. Sir Johan de Benstede. 
,y Johan Boteturt ,, Johan de SandalL 

Mons' William Martyn. 

(EDWARD II.) 

Rot. Pari. 8 Edw. IL, A.D. 1314-15, Ibid p. 325, fNo. IJ3.J 

Mem. — Quod rex vult quod Dnus Edmundus Deyncnrt Jolles de Crumbwdl & Jobes 

de Hotham & Lambertus de Thrykingham * assignentur ad audiend^ & terminand^ 

omnes querelas omnium conqueri volentium de &c. transgressionibus eis factis per Joliem 

de Segrave &c. &c. 

Ibid. No. 178. 

Mem. — Quod per magnum consilium assignantur Jobes de Moubray llenr' le Scrop 
Johes de Insula & Richardus Bemyngham ad omnes querelas omnium conqueri volumus 
de Gerardo de Salveyn &c. &c. 

^He was nimmoiied as a baron 8 Edw. II. 
VOL. I. I 
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Ibid. 9 Edw. 11., A.D. 1315, Ibid. p. 350. fNo. l.J 

Verumptamen quia Thomas comes Lancastr' et quidam alii Magnates de regno de 
quorum concilio Dns rex voluit procedere in dcis arduis negotiis nondum venerant 
Dnus rex voluit differre exprimere negotia ilia usq adventum Proeerum predcor' — &c. 
injungtu fuit Jobi de SandaU cancellar' quod ipse reciperet procuratoria & excusationes 
prelatorum & aliorum summonitorum ad dictum parliamentum & non venentium &c. et 
Dnus rex associavit ad hoc prefato cancellar' Walterum de Norwico Thes' AngUe et 
fFilPm Inge. 

Die Jovis sequenti concordatum fuit quod super petitionibus procederetur usq ; ad- 
yentum prefati comitis Lfanc* & aliorum proeerum sic absentium et nominati fuenmt pro 
petitionibus Anglie. Edwardus Deyncourt, Johannes de Insula, Philippus de Kyme^ 
Henricus L^Escrop. 

Et pro petitionibus Wall' Hibn & Scof. 
Radus fit Wi»i. 

Ibid, 852, (No. 2.) 

Hugh le Despenser having been attached for insulting Sir John de Ros, in the pre- 
ence of the king, in parliament, at Lincoln, the following were bail for his appearance, 
viz.: — 

Robtus de Umfravill Comes de Anegous. Radus Basset. 

Rogerus Mortuo mari de Chirk* Wiltus de Ferrariis. 

Theobaldus de Yerdon. Robtus de Hastang. 

And the following were mainprisors or bail for Sir John de Ros, who with Hugh le 
Despenser, was committed to the custody of the Mareschal, viz. : — 

Adomarus de Valentia Comes Pembr'. Gilbertus Pecche. 

Johes de Warenna Comes Surr'. Thomas Latymer. 

Edms Comes de Arondell'. Rogerus de Felton. 

Rot. Pari. 14 Edw. IL, A.D. IS20.— (Ibid. p. 365.; 

Triers of Petitions. 

Johes de Somry. Wifltis Martyn. 

Ricus de Grey. Galfndus le Scrop. (?) 

Wittus de Herle. (?) Walfus de Freskeneye. (?) 
Hugo de Curteneye. 
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Appendix RoL Pari. — Und* p. 443, Clams. 3, Edw. IL, m. 8, DorsOy (No. 3.) 

The following names are recited in a letter firom Robert, Archbishop of Canterbury, 
Primate of all England, to certain Bishops, and other magnates regni ; yiz. : 

Gilftt de Clare de Glouc & de Hertford. Robt de Clifford. 

Thorn' de Lane' Ro«t le Fitz Payn. 

Henr' de Lacy de Nicole. William le Mareschall. 

Hmnfrei de Bohun de HereP & Essex. John Lovel. 

John de Bretaigne de Richemd. Rauf le Fitz Witt. 

Aymar de Valence de Pembrok. Peyn de Tybotot. 

Ouy de Beanchamp de Warr'. John Botetourte. 

Esmon de Arundel (countes). Bartelemeii de Badlesmere 

Henr' de Lane'. John de Grey. 

Henr' de Percy. John de Cromwell. 

Hugh de Veer. Salutz en nre Seignur. 

Ibid.p. 447, Pat. 5, Edw. II. pa. 2, m. 17- Intu». {No. U.) 

Peers named to enquire^respecting certain ordinances : — 

Guidonis Ferre. Willi Deyncourt. 

Jobis de Crumbewell. Henrid Spigumel 

Hugonis de Aldeley. Henr le Scroop. 

Militum. 

Ibid. p. 453-4, Ckau 12 Edw. IL, m. 22, Darao. (No. 29.J 

Memoranda de mora Prelator Com & Baroun juxta latus Regis. — ^This record con- 
tains the following names, viz : — 

Les Countes Mareschall. Sire Hugh le Despenser le fuiz. 

EdmUd son Frere. „ Johan de Grey. 

Les Countes de Pembrok. „ Richard de Grey. 

„ „ Richcmund. „ Bartholin de Badlesmere. 

„ „ Hereford. „ Robert de Mohaut. 

„ „ Ulnester. „ Rauf Basset. 

„ „ Arundel. „ Roger de Mortimer, 

„ „ Anegos. „ Johan de Somery. 

Sire Johan de Hastyngs. „ Wauter de Norwich. 

„ Johan de Segrave. „ Hugh de Courteny. 
„ Henr de Beaumont. 
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liid. p. 455, Claus. 14 Bdw. IL, Dmrso. m. 7* 
De essendo certo die apud GIouc ad tractandum 
Rex dilecto & fideli Johanni de Hastyngs &c. 
Ek>dem modo mandatum est subscriptis, mutatis competenter mutandis. 

Humfridode Bohun comiti Hereford &Essex. Hugoni le Despenser Juniori. 

Rogero de Mortuo man de Wyggemore. Johanni GKfbrd de Grimmesfeld (Brim?) 

Rogero de Mortu mari de Chirk Justice Thome de Berkele. 

Wallie. Mauricio de Berkele. 

BjoU Pari. 5 Edw. III. A.D. 1331, Vol. II., p. 61. 
Peers appointed to treat about the affairs of France. 

Les Countes Mareschal. MonS Hugh de Courtenay. 

y, de Ghurenne. „ Geffirei le Scrop. 

MonSr Henr de Beaumont. „ „ de Montague. 

jy Henr de Percy. „ William de Heile. (?) 

N.B. — In the same parliament the following came, and were mainprisors or bail, 
for Hugh le Despenser le puisne. 

Mons' Eble Lestrange. Mons' Rauf de Nevill. 
„ Rauf Basset. „ Johan de Verdon. 

„ Johan de Roos* „ Thomas de Neumarche. 

„ Richard Talbot. „ Johan Darcy. 

„ Robt de Colevill. „ Johan de Rithre. 

Triers (^Petitions 6 Edw. III., A.D. 1332, Ibid. p. 68. 

MonSr Hugh de Courtenay. MonSr Rauf Basset de Drayton 

„ WiUiamlaZouschdeAshby. (Barons.) „ Richard de Grey. (Barons.) 

N.B. — MonS Henri le Scrop, who was summoned as a baron, the 8 Edw. II., is here 
named one of the triers or receivers of PeEons: but is denominated as one of the justices ; 
and MonS Gefirei le Scrop, another of the triers of petitions, is not noticed as a baron, 
though he was so summoned the 3 Edw. HI., but is styled chief-justice, and le TVesorer. 

In the same parliament the Countes de Ghffenne, (Warini) and de Warrewyk, and 
le Seigii de Percy, MonSr Henri de Beaumont, Hugh de Courteneye, and William de 
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Clynton, barons, are aj^intod to treat upon other buMneBs. Tbeir nominatioiis appear 
to be similar to the Committees of the House, as appointed at the present day. 

Vaeardpruq.Le Roisoit aidez Rot. Pari 13 Edw. IIL, A.D. ISSS.— Ibid. V. 11. p. 103. 



MonSr le Due de Comwaill 


Gardeyn 


Les Seignur de Moubray. 


I^Engletenne 




,, „ de 8egmT€. 


Les Coantes IVAruDdel 




y, ,y de Berkele. 


„ „ Warewyk. 




MoxiVr H«gh le Despenser. 


„ „ Glouc. 




Le Seignur de Aforle. 


ji „ Oxenford. 




„ „ de Bardolf . 


,, yy Huntyndon 




Monsr Gilbert Talbot. 


„ „ Boghan. 




„ Robert de Tiisle. 


Ties Seignur de Wake. 




„ William de la Pole. 



Sot. Park 14 Edw. III., A. D. ISAO.—flUd. p. lli, IS, U.J 

Peers present in the Great Hall at Westminster. 

Le Countes de Derby. Le Count de Anegos. 

„ „ Northt*. Seigii de Wake. 
„ „ Warrenn*. „ de Wylughby. 

„ yy Warrewyk. Le Baron de Stafford. 

,, yy AjnondelF. MonSr Rauf Basset. 
» yf Huntyngdon. 

Among the triers or receivers of petitions, Monlfr William de la Pole is named for 
those from Flanders; but he appears to be the only baron among those appointed. 

In the same parliament Les Seignurs de Percy, MonSr Rauf de Nevill, and MonSr 
Geffirai le Scrop, are named for other matters. Also he Counte de Northf and MonSr 
Henry de Ferrers, on other affiurs. Le Counte de Anegos, lie Seignur de Percy, MonSr 
Rauf de NeviU, MonSr Antoigne de Lucy, are appointed for the guard of the Marches 
of Scotland J to whose names are added, MonSr William de Felton, and MonSr Johan de 
Stryvelyn ; but, according to Dugdale's Lists of Summons, neither of these had sum- 
mons to parliament before the 16 of E2dw. Ill ; though the name of Robert Felton is 
recited in the 6 & 7 of Edw. IL 

For the guard of the isles and sea coast, there are mentioned.: — 

Les Countes de Garenne. MonSr Robert de Bousser 

„ „ de Arundel. MonSr Constantyn de Mortimer. 

Count de Huntingdon. 
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Likewise^ there are appointed to try the petitions for England^ viz. : 

Les Countes d' Arundel. Le Seignur de Berkele. 

„ „ de Huntjrngdon. Mon9r Nicol de Canteln. 

Le Seignur de Wake. ,, Richard de Wylughby. (?) 

And for the petitions of Grascoigne^ Gales^ Irland, and Escooe. 

Le Counte de Northt'. MonSr Antoigne de Lucy. 

MonSt Rauf Basset de Drayton. Le Seignur de Wylughby. (?) 

„ Roger de Orey. 

For the investigation of the accounts of de Seignur William de la Pole and others, 
there are assigned — 

Les Countes de Derby. Le Seignur de Wake. 

„ y, de Arundel. MonSr Rauf Basset de Drayton. 

„ y, de Huntyngdon. 

And for petitions before the king — 

Le Counte de Huntyngdon. MonSr Thomas Wake de Lidel. 

Ibid. 14 Edw. III. A. D. IS40.— Ibid. p. 118-19., m. 2. 

Le Count d^ Arundell. MonSr William de la Pole. 

MonSr le Wak. y, William Trussel. " 

„ Rauf Basset de Drayton. „ Johan de Hardershull. 

„ Bertiemeu de Buighash'. „ Nicholas de la Beche. 

,, Oef&ai le Scrop'. ,, Johan Molyns. 

These are named as being present in parliament; but the lists of Dugdale do not 
notice Trussel, Hardershull, De la Beche, and Molyns, to have had summons before the 
16 Edw. III. 

Rot. Pari. 15 Edw. II. AJ)., 1S41.— Ibid. p. 126 

The purposes of the assembling of the parliament, were declared in the presence of 
divers prelates, and the following temporal nobility : — 

MonSr Robert d'Artoys. Des Countes de Pembrogge. 
Des Countes de Northt'. „ d' Anegos. 

„ d^ Arundell. „ d' Oxenford. 

„ de Huntyngdon. „ de Devenshire. 
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Des Countes de Sarum. MonSr Hugh LeDespenser. 

9, de Suff*. „ Nicol de Cantelon. 

Des Seignurs de Percy. Le Seign* de Segrave. 



99 



de Wake. 



Triers of Petitions^ viz : 

Le Counte de Northt*. Le Seignr de Wake. 

yy d'Arundell. M onSr Thomas de Berkele. 

,, de Himtjnigdon. ,, Johan de Cherleton. 
„ de Devenshire. 

The followmg were appointed as a Committee to report on certain matters submit- 
ted to them. — (p. 127). 



bCo 


luntes lyArundell. 


Les Seignurs de Wake. 


» 


„ de Sarum. 


„ „ de Percy. 


99 


,9 de Huntyngdon 


MonSfr Rauf de Nevill. 


J> 


jy de Suff. 


yj Rauf Basset de Drayton. 



Under the same names^ with that of Northampton instead of Suffolk, were appointed 
together with four bishops, to take into consideration some other business. — (p. 129.) 

Ibid. 17 Edw. III. AJ). 1343.— J«rf. 135. 

Les Countes de Warr. Le S. de Percy. 

,, ,, Sufi. MonSr Thomas de Berkele. 
„ „ Huntyngdon. „ Rauf de Neville. 

^y yj Devonshire. „ Antoigne de Lucy. 

Item — ^assembled in the painted chamber with the king \ — 

Les Countes de Northt'. Les Seigii de Percy. 

„ „ lyArundell. . „ de Wake. 

„ „ de Warr MonSr Rauf de Nevill. 

„ ,, de Hunt. ,, Hugh Le Despenser 

yy ,, de Devenshire ,, Thomas de Berkele, 

„ „ de Suff. Et ad autres Grantz, &c. 

md. 18 Edw. III. A. D. IB44.— Ibid. pp. 146-7-8. 

Les Countes de Huntyngdon „ „ de Suff. 

„ ,5 de Devenshire „ „ d' Oxenford. 



mmmH 



64 



BARONIA ANOLICA CONOKNTRATAr 



Le Selgn' de Wake. Le Scign' de Berkcle. 

„ de Percy. MonSr Nicol de Cantelowe. 

The parliament adjourned to another day, when there were assembled in the pres- 
ence of the king. 



Le Prince de Gales. 


Des Counts de Devenshire. 


Des Counts de Northt' 


5, ,, de Anegose. 


„ „ de Warr*. 


Des Seign de Wake. 


yy yy dC OXOS. 


,, „ de Percy. 


„ „ de Pembf . 


,, ,, de Berkele. 


„ „ de Sufr\ 


MonSr Hugh Le Despenser. 


y. y, de Hunf 


., Rauf de Nevill. 



Et autres Barons & Baneretts. 

N. B. The above nobles^ with the exception of the prince of Wales, and the addi- 
tion of MonSr Nicol de Cantelowe, were present on another day in La Chaumbre Blaun- 
che, in the presence of the king. 

Also in the said parliament, at the prayer of the commons, a certain patent under 
the great seal was assented to by the prelates and peers, to which the earls of Norf&amp- 
ton and Suffolk, Le Seignur de Wake, MonSr Johan' Darcy> Chaumberleyn, and Mestre, 
Johan^ de Ufford Oardeyn du Prive Seal, were witnesses. 

Ibid. 20 Edw. III., A. D. 1346.— Airf., p. 157-8-163. 

Triers of Petitions, yiz : 

Le Seigii de Wake. MonSr Thomas de Berkele. 

MonSfr William de Thorpe(?) „ Richard de Wylughby(?) 

Other peers in parliament : — 

Monsr Barthelmeu de Burghersh. Les Seignurs de Segraye. 

„ Johan Darcy Le Chaumberleyn. ,^ „ de Berkele. 

Les Seignurs de Wake. 

"Persons to whom, as Seignurs du Parliment, a letter was addressed by the king from 
before Caleys. 

Les Countes de Northampton. Les Count de Suff. 

„ „ de Arundell. Hugh Le Despenser. 

., „ de Warrewyk. Seignur de Glamorgan and 
Les Count d^ Oxenford. Morgannok. 
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Ibid. 21 Edw. IIL, A.D. 1347, Ibid. p. 165. 



Les Countes deLancastr'. 

Arundell. 

Huntyngton. 

Oxenford. 

SutP. 

Norttit'. 
Le Seign de Wake. 



99 






Le Seign de Percy. 

„ ,f Berkele. 
MonSr Rauf de Nevill. 
Richard Talbot 
Wauter de Manny. 
„ William deThorpe(?) 
Le Baroun de Stafford. 



5J 



99 



Ibid. 25 Edw. IILy A.D. IS50.— Ibid. p. 226. 



Le Conte de Northampton. 

ArundelL 
Huntingdon. 
Laacastre. 
Warewyk. 



99 



99 



Le Baron de Stafford. 
MonSr Rauf NevilL 

Richard Talbot. 

Thomas Bradetton. 
„ Ricfaavdde Wylughby. (?) 



99 



99 



99 



Suff'. 



Ibid. 25 Edw. HI., A. D. IS51'2.— Ibid. p. 286. 



Le Count de Northampton. 

Arundell. 

Huntyngdon. 

Warwyk. 

Stafford. 
Le Seignr de Percy. 



99 

99 
99 



99 
99 
99 



99 99 



MonSr Rauf Nevill. 

Le Sire de Bret. ( who ? ) 

Mon9r Richard Talbot 

Thomas Bradeston. 

Richard de Wylughby. (?) 



99 



99 



It is queried whether this ought not to be the 27th Eklw. IIL — (Vide C!otton's 
Abridgement, p. 7B). 

Ibid. 28 Edw. III., A.D. 1354. Ibid. p. 254. 



Le Due de Lancastr* 

Le Counte de Northampton. 

Arundel. 

Huntyngdon. 

Warrewyk. 
MonSr Richard de Wylughby. ( ? ) 



99 



99 



99 



99 



99 



99 



Le Counte de Stafford. 
Le Seign de Percy. 
MonSr Rauf de NeviU. 
Ghiy de Bryan. 

William de Thorp (>) 



99 



99 



VOL. I. 
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Ibid. 36 Edw. III., A. D. 1362. Ibid. p. 268. 



Le Coimte de Lancastre. 


Le Sire de NevilL 


f, fy Arundel. 


„ yy Manny. 


„ „ An^;o8. 


MonSr Henry le Scrop. 


„ SuflP 


,, John Moubray. 


yj ,, Salisbirs' 


Johan Knyvet. ( ? ) 



Ibid. 37 Edw. IILy A. D. 1363. Ibid. p. 275. 



Le Due de Lancastre. ■ 


Le Sire de Beaumont. 


Le Conte de Herford. 


9^ 9^ Clifford. 


99 99 


Arundel. 


MonSr Rauf de Nevill. 


» 99 


SnfP 


,, Guy de Bryan. 


^J » 


Stafford. 


Le Sire le Despenser. 


99 >9 


Salisbirs' 


,^ de Roos. 


W 99 


AngouB. 


MonSr Wau&r de Manny. 


99 99 


Cantebrigg. 


99 Henry le Scrop. 


Le Sire de Moubray. 


yy Rogr de Beauchamp. 


» J9 


Percy. 


' Johafi Knyvet. ( ? ) 



Ibid. 38 Edw. IILy A. D. ISM.— Ibid. 283. 



Le due de Lancastr*. 

Le Counte de Cantebrigg. 

Hereford. 

Arundel. 

Suff*. 

Stafford. 

Salesbirs\ 

Devenshire. 

Angos. 



» 


99 


» 


99 


59 


99 


>• 


99 


99 


99 


99 


99 


» 


99 



Le Sire de Percy. 
MonSr Rauf de Nevill. 
99 Guy de Bryan. 
Le Sire le Despenser. 
MonSr Wauter et Manny. 

Roger de Beauchamp 

Johan Moubray. 

Henry le Scrope. 

Johan Knyvet. (?) 



99 



99 



99 



Ibid. 40 Edw. III., A. D. 1366.— Ibid. p. 289 



The same names^ except Henri le Scrop. 
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Ibid. 42 Edw. IILy AJ)., 1368.—/^. p, 294. 
The same names excepting Le Despenser, and as before noticed Henri le Scrop< 

Ibid. 44 Edw. III., A. D. IS69.— Ibid. p. 229. 



Le Due de Lancastre. 


Le Comite I^Angos, 


Le Counte de Hereford. 


Le Sire de Percy. 


}> 39 


Arundell. 


MonSr Johan de NevilL 


99 » 


Warrewik. 


„ Ouy Brian. 


W » 


Siiff\ 


y. Roger de Beauchamp. 


M » 


Salesbury. 


yy Johan de Moubray. 


99 99 


Stafford. 


„ Knyvet. (?) 


5> >J 


Deyenshire. 





Ibid. 45 Edw. III., A. D. U*Jl.—Ibid. p. 303. 



Le CSounte de Hereford. 


Le Comite de Suff. 


99 >J 


ArundeL 


Le Sire de Latymer. 


W 99 


Pembrok. 


MonSr John de NevilL 


W W 


la Marche. 


y, Guy Brian. 


99 •> 


Salesbirs'. 


„ Roger de Beauchamp. 


99 9* 


Stafford. 


,y Wauter de Manny. 


» 5> 


Warrewyk. 


,, Rauf Basset de Drayton. 


W J5 


Devenshire. 


jy John Moubray. 


5> W 


Angos. 


„ John Knyyet (?) 



Ibid. 46 Edw. HI., A.D. IS72.— Ibid. p. 309. 



The duke of Lancaster king of Castile & Leon. 

Le Conte de Cantebrig. Le Conte de Suffolk. 

Hereford. Le Sr Despenser. 
d'Arundell. ^ de Roos. 

la Marche. MonBr Ghiy de Briane. 
Saresbirs'. y, John de Charleton de Powys 

Warrewyk. „ Rauf Basset de Drayton. 

Stafford. ,, John Moubray. 



99 



99 



99 



99 



W 



M 



JJ 



5J 



99 



5> 



99 



» 
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Ibid. 47 Edw. ITL, A.D. IS7S.— Ibid. p. 317. 

Le Coirnte de Cantebrigg. MonSr Guy de Brian. 
„ „ d'Arundell. y, Henry le Scrop. 

y, „ Salesbirs'. Le Sr de Clyfford^ 

yy ^^ la Marche. MonSr Amary Seint Amand. 

MonSfr Willam la Zouche de ,, Richard de Stafford. 

Haryngworth. 

Ibid. 50 Edw. ///., A.D.y 1376.— Ibid. p. 321. 

Le Roy de Castelle & de Leon Due de Lancastre. 

Le Cont de Cantebrugg. Le Sr de la Zouche de Haryngworth 

,9 ,, Marche. MonSr Guy de Bryan. 

yy ;, d^ArundeU. Le Sr de Basset de Drayton. 
„ „ Warr*. „ Bardolf. 

„ „ Suff'. „ Cliflbrd. 

,^ Stafford. MonSr Guy de Bryene (? Junr.) 
,, d'Angos. »> Amory de Seint Amand. 

Le Sr de Percy. „ Henry le Scrop. 

,^ Roos. yy Richard de Stafford. 

Mem. — ^The earls of March, Warwick^ Stafford, and Suffolk, and the lords Percy, 
Guy de Brian, Henry le Scrop, and Richard de Stafford were appointed to have a 
conference with the Commons respecting an aid and other matters. — Ibid. 

N.B. — ^The lord Latymer having had certain charges preferred against him in par- 
liament : the following peers were sureties for his appearance. 



99 



Le Count d*Arundell. • 
Saresbirs^. 



w » 



Le Sire Bardolf s^il plest au Roi. 
S'il plest „ ,, Butetourte. 



„ „ Stafford. [au roi. MonSr Johan d'Arundel. 

Le Sire de Percy. J „ William Beauchamp. 



„ „ Nevill. „ Johan de Montagu. 

„ „ Roos. MonSr Robert de Ferrers. 

„ „ Basset. „ John Lovell. 

„ „ Clifford s'ilplcstauRoi „ William de Nevill. 



w 



la Zousche puratant come „ Rauf Crumwell. 

sa terre vaut pur un an. Le Sire de Berkele. 



Le Sire Fitcwalter. MonSr Michell de la Pole. 

„ L'Bstrange. „ Rauf de Ferrers. 

„ de Darcy. 
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Triers ofPetUions 51 Edw. III., A.D., 1376-7.— iWrf. p. 363- 
Le Roy de Castille & Leon Due de Lancastre. 



Le Conte d^Arondell. 
deWarr*. 
Saresbirs* 
Stafford, 
la Marche. 
Suff'. 
Le Seignr de Percy. 
9, ff Latymer. 
„ „ Nevill. 



39 

99 
99 



99 
99 



Le Sr de Fitzwauter. 

MonSr Guy de Bryane. 

Le Sr de Basset de Drayton. 

„ Clifford. 
MonSr Johan de Montagu. 
Le Seignr de Roos. 
MonSfr Henr le Scrop. 

Richard de Stafford. 

John Knyvet (?) 



99 



Ibid. 1 mc. II., ^.D., 1377.— /4W. VoL III., p. 4-5. 
Le Roi de Castille & de Leon Due de Lancastre. 



Le Counte de la Marche. 


Le Sr de Cobham. 


w 


yy d^Aiondell. 


„ FitEwauten 


99 


„ Warr'. 


MonSr Roger Beauchamp, 


W 


„ Staff'. 


„ Johan Eynvet. (?) 


JJ 


,3 d'Angos. 


Le Sire de Roos. 


99 


„ Northumbr^. 


yy ,9 Clifford. 


99 


„ Cantebrugge. 


9, ,, Bardolf. 


» 


,y Buckyngham. 


MonSr Richard de Stafford. (?) 


W 


„ Salesbirs. 


y, Johan Deverose. (?) 


^J 


,, Suff' 


,, Rauf de Ferrers. (?) 


Le Sr Latymer. 


y. Hugh de Segrave. (?) 


99 


Neville. 


Le Sire de Basset. 



Peers charged with other afiiairs : — 

Le Conte de la Marche. 
„ d'Arundell. 



» 
w 
» 



Le Sr de NeviU. 

MonSr Henr k Scrop. 
„ Waarrewyk. „ Richard de Scrop. 

59 d^Angos. 99 Richard de Stafford. 

Peers in parliament 28 Nov., 1 Ric. XL, A.D. 1377^ (p* H)* 

Le Due de Lancastr*. Richard Counte d'Anmdell. 

Esmond Counte de Canteb'. Thomas Counte de Warr*. 

Esmond Counte de la Marche. Hugh Counte de Staff*. 
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Roger Sire de Clifibrd^ & plosours 
autres Seignrs, Barons^ & Ban- 
erettes esteantz au dit parlement. 



William Counte de SuflT. 
William Count de Sarlesbris. 
Henry Counte de Northumbr'. 
Joban Sire de Neville. 

Ibid 2 Ric. II., AJ>., ISJS.— Ibid. p. 34. 

Le Roi de CastiUe & de Leon Due de Lancastre. 



Le Conte de la Marche* 




Le Sr de Latymer. 


W 99 


d'Arondell. 




,, Cobbam. 


M »J 


Warr*. 




MonSr Henry le Scrop. 


95 »> 


Stafford. 




,f Roger de Beaucbamp. 


W W 


Nortbumbr'. 




,, Richard de Stafford. (?) 


99 » 


CanteV. 




Le Sr Lestraunge de Knokin. 


55 55 


Buckyngbam 


cones- 


„ PitB-Wauter, 




table of England. 


Mon9r Jobn Montagu. (?) 


55 99 


Salesbirs'. 




„ Joban d'Arondell. Mares- 


55 55 


SufP. 




cbal d'EngP. 


MonSr Joban Devrose. (?) 




MonSr Joban Kynvet. (?) 



Idem. 2 Ric. IL, A.D. IS79.— Idem. p. 56-7. 
Le Roi de Caatille & de Leon Due de Lancastre.'' 

MonSr Roger de Beaucbamp. 



Le Conte de Cantebrigg. 

la Marcbe. 
d'Arondell. 
Warr'. 
Nortbimibr'. 
Buk* Conestable 
d^Engleterre. 
Le Sr de Latymer. 

Joban d'Arundell mar6»- 
cbal d'EngP. 



55 


55 


99 


55 


55 


55 


55 


55 


99 


55 



55 



„ Ricbard de StaflP. (?) 
Le Due de Bretaigne Conte de 

Ricbemond. 
Le Conte de Staff*. 

55 55 Suff. 
Le Sr Leatrange de Knokin. 
n f, Bardolf. 

MonSr Joban Montagu. (?) 
Joban Knjrvet. 



55 



51 



Cobbam. 

N.B. — ^Names of peers appointed in tbis parliament to examine tbe revenue of the 
crown at tbe desire of tbe commons, viz : — 

Le Conte de la Marcbe. MonSr Guy de Brien. 

„ jj Warr'. ^, Johan de Cobbam. 

jy y, Staff*. „ Roger de Beaucbamp. 

Le Sr de Latjrmer. 
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Ibid. 3 Ric. 11. A.D. 1379-90.— Ibid. p. 72-3. 

Le Roi de Castille & de Leon Due de Lancastre. 

Le Conte de Cantebrugge. Le Sr de Lalymer. 

99 Cobham. 
MonSr Richard Stafford. (?) 
Le Sr Lestrange de Knokin. 

99 de Bardolf • 
MonSr Johan Montagu. 
99 Johan Knyvet. 
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99 



99 



99 



99 



d'Arundell. 
Warr'. 



M 



99 



99 



99 



W 



99 



W 



W 



Northumbr'. 
Buk^ Conestable 
d^Engleterre. 
Staff' 
JSuff* 

N.B. — Peers named in a Commn to examine into the state of the king's hou8ehold9 
&c. — fNo. 15. J viz : — 

Richard Arundell. n William de Latymer. 

Thome de Bello-canqpo. I . Guydoni de Briene, 

99 Warr*. | * Johi de Monte-Acuto. 

Hugoni Staff'. J Banerettis. 

Ibid. 4 Ric. II. A J). ISSO.— Ibid. p. 88. 
Le Roi de Castille & de Leon Due de Lancastre. 

Le Cont de Cantebrugg. Le Sr De la Zouche. 

d'Arundell. 99 de Bardolf. 

de Warr. 99 Lestrange de Knokin. 

de Northumbr* 99 de Scales. 

de Staff. MonSr Guy de Bryen. 

de Salesbirs'. 99 Johan Montagu. 

MonSr Johan IQiyvet. — ( ? ) 



99 
99 



Ibid. 5 Bic. IL, A.D. IBSl.—Ibid. p. 99. 
Le Roi de Castelle & de Leon Due de Lancastre. 



Le Cont de Kent mareschall 

d'EngF. 
Le Conte d'Arondell. 

Warr'. 
Salesbirs'. 

Bukyngham conestable 
d'Engbterre. 
Le Cont de Staff'. 



99 



jj 



99 



» 



» 



99 



Le Cont Suff'. 
MonSr Johan Cobham. 

99 Richard le Scrop. 

99 Guy de Bryen. 
Le Sr la Souche. 

99 Fits-wauter. 
MonSr Henry le Scrop 
Le Sr de Wilughby. 
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Peers named (p. 100) to consult together on certain matters : 

Due de Lancastre. Le Sr Fitzwauter. 

Le Cont de Buk'. ,, LaZouch de Haryng- 

„ de Warr'. worth. 

,y d'Arondell. y, de Wilughby. 

„ de Suff. „ Johan de Cobham. 

^ de Nordiumbr'. ,, Richard le Scrop. 

Le 8i^ de NeviU. „ Guy de Bryan. 
„ de Clifford. (Banoretts.) 

Ibid, to confer with the Commons. — fp. lOOJ viz : — 

Due de Lancastre. Le Sr de NerilL 

Le Cont D'Arondell. ,, de Grey de Ruthyn. 

„ Warr. „ Kta-Wauter. 

y. Staff. MonBr Richaid Le Scrope. 

J, Suff. „ Ghiy de Brian. 

y, Sidesbirs^. Et autres, &c. 

Le Sr de la Ziouche. 

Ibid. 5 Bic IL, A.D. 1362.— Idem. p. 133. 

Le Roi de Castill' & de Leon Due de Lancastre. 

Le Cont de Kent maresohall Le Cont de Staff' 

d'Engleterre. Le Sr de NeviU. 

„ f, Arondell. MonSr Johan Cobham. 
y, y, Salesbirs'. „ Guy de Bryen. 

„ ^ Buckyngham Conesta- Le Sf Fitz-Wauter. 
ble d'Angleterre. ,, de Wilughby. 

Ibid. 6 Bic. II., A J). lSS2.—Idem. p. 133. 

Le Roi de Castill & de Leon Due de Lancastre. 

Le Cont de Kent marschal Le Cont de Staff'. 

d'Engleterre. Le Sf de Nevill. 

^^ ,, d^Arundell. MonSr Johan Cobham. 

„ ., Salesbirs^ „ Guy de Bryene. 

,y „ Buk* Conestable Le Sr Fitzwauter. 

d^Angleterre. „ de Wylughby. 

N.B. — In a second parliament this year, (6 Ric. II.) the same names are contained, 
with the addition of the Earl of Cambridge, and MonBr Richard le Scrop ; but that of 
Le Sr de Willughby is omitted. — fp. 145). 
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Ibid. 7 Bic. n., A. D. 1383.— TWA p. 151. 
Le Roi de Castille & de Leon Due de Lancastre. 



Le Cent de Kent, Mareschal 


LeContdeStaflT 


d'Engleterre 


,, y, Salesbirs 


Le Cont d'Amindell 


Le Sr de NeviU 


sy 9, Northmnbr' 


MonSr Ric' le Scrop 


j9 „ Cantebrugi; 


„ Guy de Biyen 


yy n Buk', oonestable 


Le Sr Fitzwauter 


d'Engleterre 


Mon8r Johan de Cobham de Kent 


Ibid. 7 Bic. ll.y A. D. 


1384.— iStti: p. 167. 


Le Cont d^Arondell 


Le Sr le Zouche 


„ „ Staff 


yy de NeviU 


,, „ Oxenford 


,5 99 Cobham 


3, jy Saresbirs' 


MonSr Guy Brien 



Ibid. 8 Rie. II. AJD. ISM.— Ibid. p. 185. 
Le Roi de Castill & de Leon^ Due de Lancastre. 



LeCount de KentyMaieaehid 

lyEngletcarre. 
Le Count d'ArundelL 
Warr. 

Northumbr', 
Cantebrugg. 
99 Bukyngham cone- 
stable lyAngleterre. 



M 



>9 



» 



Le Count de Staff. 

99 de Salesbirs'. 
Le Sf de NeviU. 

99 FitB-Wauter. 
Monir Riohaid le Scrop. 
99 Guy de Brien. 
Johan de Cobham de 
Kent 



99 



Ibid. 9 Rie. II.y A.D. 1385.— IKd. p. 20S-4. 
Le Roi de CastUl & de Leon9 Due de Lancaster. 



Le Count de Kent. 


Le Duk de Gloucestre. 


» J9 


ArundelL 


Le Sr de NevUL 


» jj 


Warr*. 


„ Pitz-Wauter. 




Northumbr'. 


MonSr Richard le Scrop. 


» w 


Staff'. 


99 Ghiy de Brien. 


99 » 


Saresbirs'. 


yy Johan de Cobham de 


Le Duk IVEverwyk. 


Kent. 


VOL. I. 
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Ibid. 10 Sic. ILj A.D. 13S6.— Ibid. p. 215, 16. 

Le Duk D^Everwyk. Le Count de Salesbirs'. 

„ de Gloucest'. Le Sr de Nevill. 

Le Count de Kent MonSr Richard le Scrop* 

„ d'Arundell. ^ „ Guy de Brien. 

fy de Warr'. „ Johan de Cobham de 

„ de Northumbr'. Kent, 

^ Ibid. II Ric. ILy lS87.—Ibid.p. 228. 

Le Duk lyEverwyk. Le Count de Salesbirs\ 
„ de Gloucestre. „ de Devenshire. 

Le Count de Derby. Le Sr de NevilL 

y, de Kent. MonSr Richard le Scrop. 
J, d'Arundell. ,, Johan de Cobeham de 

„ deWarr*. Kent 

,y de Northumbr'. 

N.B.-— John Sr de Cobham^ Messrs. Richard le Scrop, and John Deverose, with cer- 
tain earls, appointed commissioners upon the impeachment of Robert de Veer, duke of 
Ireland, and others. — {p. 229). 

Rid. 13 Sic. ILy A. D. IS89.— Ibid. p. 257- 

Le Due de Lancastre Le Count Marescbal 
„ Gloucestre „ deDervenshire 

„ Everwyk Le Sf de Wilughby 
Le Count de Kent „ Lovel 

„ „ Arundell MonSr Johan de Cobeham 
„ „ Warrewyk de Kent 

„ „ Salesbirs' MonSr Richard le Scrop 
Le Count de Northumbr' 

Ibid. 14 Sic. ILy A. D. l390.-^Ibid. p. 277-8. 

Le Due de Guyen & de Lancastre Le Count d'Evewyk 

„ Gloucestre „ „ Kent 
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Le Count d^Arundell 




Le Sr de Wylughby 


„ „ Warrewyk 




MonSr Riehard le Scrop 


„ yy Saresbirs* 




Le Sf de Lovell 


„ „ Northumbr* 




MonSr Johan de Cobeham 


yy yy MaTeschall 




de Kent 


Ibid. 15 Bic. ILy A. 


D. 


1391.— iUtf. II. 284-5. 


Le Dae de Guyen & de Lan- 




Le Count de Northumbr* 


castre 




„ „ Kent 


Le Due D'Everwyk 




,, ,9 Salesbirs' 


Le C!ount de Derby 




Le Sf de Wylughby ' 


,, ^^ D'Arandell 




MonSr Richard le Scrop 


„ „ Warrewyk 




yy Johan LoTcU 


Ibid. 16 Bic. ILy A. 


D. 


1392-3.-7^. p. 300. 


Le Due de Guyen & de Lan- 




Le Count de Saresbirs' 


castre 




Le S? Grey de Ruthyn 


Le Due de Glouoestre 




„ „ Willughby 


„ d'Everwyk 




MonSr Richard le Scrop 


Le Count D'Arundell 




,, Fhilipp Spenser 


„ Warrevryk 




yy Johan Lovell 


3, Kent 






Ibid. 17 Bk. n.y A. 


D^ 


1393-4.— iSul. p. 309. 


Le Due de Guyen & de Laneastre. 


Le Count de Northumbr'. 


yy ^, Gloucestre. 




Le S? de Wilughby. 


jy 9^ Everwyk. 




9, Grey de Ruthyn. 


Le Count d'Arrundell. 




Mon9r Richard le Scrop. 


„ „ Warr*. 




^5 FhiUipp Spenser. 


„ „ Kent, 




Le Sr de Cobbi^am 


Ibid. 18 me. ILy A 


.D. 


1394-5.— JftW. p. 329. 


Le Due de Gloucestre. 




Le Sr de WUughby. 


Le Cont de Derby. 




9, Zouche. 


5) yy ArundeL 




9) Cobbeham. 


yy 5» Warrewyk. 




MonSr Richard le Scrop 


,, y Saresbirs' 




yy Philipp Spenser 
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Ibid. 30 Bie. //., A. D. Ii97.— Ibid. p. 337. 



Le Due de Guyen & de Lancastre 


Le C!oiinte Mareschal 


„ „ Oloucestre 


„ „ de Northumbr' 


„ „ Everwyk 


Le Sire de Nevill 


Le Ck>imte de Derby 


Le Sire Despenser 


,, ^ Arundell 


Le Sire de Grey de Ruthyn 


„ „ Warr' 


MonSr Richard le Scrop 


„ „ Rotd* 


„ Fhillipp Spenser 



Ibid. 21 Ric. IL, A. D. 1397.— Ibid. P- 348. 



Le Due de Guyen & de Lancaster 


Le Counte Mareschal 


M 


tfEverwyk 


» 


» 


de Northumbr' 


Le Ck>unte de Derby 


Le Sire de Nevill 


« 


„ Kent 


» 


» 


Grey de Codenore 


» 


,, Huntyngdon 


» 


» 


Lovel 


99 


,5 Somersete 


99 


59 


Le Despenser 


•9 


99 Salesbirs' 


» 


99 


Grey de Ruiihyn 


W 


„ RoteP 








'jyrd9 Temporal in the presence of the Ktng, 21 Bie. IL^Oid. p. 33< 


Le Due de Ghiyen & de Lancastre 


Le Sire de Camoys 


99 


Everwyk 




99 


Boun^chier 


» 


Hereford 




99 


Powys 


1> 


Aumarle 




99 


FitKwauter 


5> 


Surr* 




99 


Roos 


J> 


Exoestre' 




99 


Haryngton 


99 


Norff 




99 


Bumell 


Le Marquys de Dors' 




99 


Berklee 


Le Cont d^Oxenford 




99 


Darey 


» 


Staff 




99 


Wilughby 


9> 


Nordiumbr' 




99 


Grey de Codnore 


» 


Saresbirs' 




99 


Ghrey de Rutbyn 


9> 


Oloucestre' 




99 


Scales 


» 


WestmerP 




99 


Seint Amand 


99 


Wircestre' 




99 


Fumival 


• 


Wiltcs' 




99 


Ferrers 
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Le Sire de Seymour William Beauchamp Sr de Bergeveny 

„ Lovel Rauf de Cromwell 

„ Baidolf Rauf de Lomley 

^ Morley Phelipp le Despenser 

Lords Temporal who were for the repeal of the Patent of the Duke of Hereford^ in 
th parliament, 21 Ric. lh—Ibid.p. 372. 

Edward Duke of York Henry Earl of Northumberland 

Edward Duke of Aumarle Thomas Elarl of Gloucester 

John Duke of Exeter Thomas Earl of Worcester 

John Marques of Dorset William Earl of Wiltshire 
John Elarl of Salisbury 

Lords temporal who were for the repeal of the patent of the duke of Norfolk, in the 
the parliament 21 Ric IL — Ibid. p. 373. 

Le Due de Everwyk Le Cont de Westmerland 

y^ d'Aumarie ,, Wiroestre 

yy d'Excestre „ Wihes— Tresorer 

Le Markys de Dors' ,, Buff 

Le Cont de Staff Le Sire de Orey de Ruthyn 

Sarum ,, Ferrers de Ghroby 

Northumbr* ,, Lovdi 

Olouoestre ,, Camoys 

Peers, accusers of treason agunst Thomas duke of Oloucestre, Richard earl of Ar- 
undel, Thomas earl of Warwyk, and Thomas Mortimer, in parliament 21 Ric. IL — (Und. 
p. 374,^ viz. : 

Edward earl of Rutland, Thomas earl of Kent, John earl of Huntyngdon, Thomas 
earl of Nottingham, John earl of Somerset, John earl of Salisbury, Thomas Sire Des- 
penser, and William le Scrop, diamberlaiiu — (Vide Ibid. p. S77*J 

Members of the king's counciL — Pat. 1 Ric. 11., pan. 1 m. 16. — Ibid. Appendix p. 
386,iV(>. L 

Esmon' Count de la Marche, & Richard Conte D'Arundel, William Sire Latymer, 
& Sire John de Cobeham, (barons). — Roger de Beauchamp and Richard de Stafford, 
(banerets). — John Knyvet, Rauf de Ferreres, John Devereux, & |Hugh de Segrave, — 
(bachilers.) 
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Witnesses to a Deed produced in the parliament 8 Ric. II. A.D. IS849 executed by 
Richard^ Iiord Lovely of Carycastell, respecting a quit claim of certain lands to the 
Priory and Convent of Monte acuto. — fRot. Pari. v. S.p. 192.J 



Nobili viro Dno Thomas 
Comite Lancastrie 

Dno JoheComite Richemond 
Roberto de Holand 
Witto de Latymer 
Fulcone Lestraunge 
Nicho de Segrave 
Johe de Claveryng 



93 



99 



99 



» 



Dno Fulco filio Warini 
Gerardo Salveyn 
Wifto Tuchet 
Jobe Seek 
Witto TrusseU 
Jobi de Kynerdesey 
Miche de Meldep 



99 



99 



» 



« 



w 



99 



» 



Names of the Peers in parliament, approving the acceptation of the crown by Hen. 
duke of Lancaster^ &c. 

Rot. Pari. Vol 3., p. 427, A J). 1399.— (1 Hen. IV.) 

Le Prince Duke. — ^Tork. 

Earls of Arundel, Warwick, Stafford, Northumberland, Suffolk, Worcester. 
Le Srs de Roos, Grey de Ruthyn, de Cherlton, Bardolf^ Wilughby, Fumyvall^ 
Ferrersj Beaumont, Berkeley, Fitz-Wautier, de Mauley, Scales, Morley, Bumell, Lovel, 
Camoys, Seymour, Crombwell, Cobham. 

MonSr Henry Percy Le Sr de Lomley 

MonSr Richard Scrop Le Baron de Greystok. 

Le Sr Fitz-Hugh Le Baron de Hilton. 
Le Sr de Bergeveny 

N.B. — ^The above named Nobles, with the archbishop of Canterbury, and York, 
13 bishops, and 7 abbots, approved the conmiital of the person of king Richard II. to 
safe custody, upon the question put by the earl of Northumberland for approbation. 

Names of Peers present in parliament on the question of the attainders of Thomas 
Holland, earl of Kent; John Holland, earl of Huntingdon, &c., &c. 

Rot. Pari. Vol. 3., j?, 439, A J). 1400-1.— (2 Hen. IV.) 



Henry Prince of Wales 
Edmond Duke of York 
Edward Earl of Rutland 
Thomas Earl of Arundel 



John Earl of Somerset 
Edmond Earl of Stafford 
Henry Earl of Northumberland 
Ralph Earl of Westmorland 






I 
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Michael Earl of Suffolk. John Sire de Beaumond 

Richard Sire de Grey. William flire de Wilughby 

Thomas Sire de Berkeley Hugh Sire de Bumell 

John Sire de Charleton William Sire deFerrersdeGroby 

ReynaldSire deGreyde Ruihyn William Sire de Bergeveny 

Thomas Sire de Camoys John Sire de Lovell 

Thomas Sire de Pumyvall Robert Sire de Haryngton. 

Robert Sire de Scales Richard le Scrop 

Triers ofPetituma, 1 Hen. IV., A. D. IS99.— Rot. Pari. Vol. 3. p. 416. 



Le Due d'Everwyk 


Le Sire de Roos 


Le Cont de Warr' 


9f Cobham 


„ Northumbr' 


y, Berkeleye 


yj Westmerland 


„ Wilughby 



Mbm. — Le record & prouces del renunciation du Roy Ric. II. & de L'acceptation de 
menne la renuntiation, inter cceteros Ric' le Scrop Archiepus Eboracen', Johes Epus 
Hereforden^ Henricus Comes NorthumV & Radulphus Comes Westmlandie Hugo 
Dnus de Bumell^ Thomas Dnus de Berkeley^ Prior Cantuarien^ & Abbas Westmonasterii 
&c venerunt ad presentiam Da Regis in Turri ^dca Dnis de Roos, de Wiloghby, de Ber- 
geveney & pluribus aliis tunc ibidem psentibus &c. &c. 

Triers qf PetUionSy 2 Hen. IV. A. D. 1400-1.— /Wrf. p. 455. 

Le Due d'Everwyk Le Sire de Rbos 
Le Cont de Nor&umbr' ,, Cobham 

„ Warr* „ Berkeley 

,, Westmerland „ Wilughby 

Ibid. 4 Hen. IV. A.D. 1402.— iWrf. p. 486. 

Le Cont de Northumbr' Le Sire de Roos 
„ Wircestre „ Lovell 

„ Somerset y, Berkeley 

„ Westmerland „ Wilughby 

Le Sr de Bergeveny 



80 BARONIA ANOLICA CONCBNTRATA. 

Ibid. 5 Hen. IV. A J). UOS-A.—Ibid. p. 523. 

Le Cont. de Somerset Le Sire de Bumell 
„ WestmerP „ Lovell 

,, ArondeU 99 Berkeley 

Suff' „ Waughby 

Members of the Kin^s Council, 5 Hen. IV. — HAd. p. 530. 

Le Due d^Erertlryk Le Gardien da Prive Seal 

Le Cont de Somers* Le Sr de Berkdeye 
„ WestmerP ,9 Wilughby 

Le Sire de Roos Tresorer y, Fumyyall 

d'Engleterre ,, Lovell 



ier$ qf PetUians, 6 Hen. IV., A. D. 14M.— Bid. p. 545. 

Le Cont de WestmerP Le Sire de Lovell 
^ ArondeU ,, Berkeleye 

99 Warrewyk „ Wylughby 

Le Sire de Bumell 

Ibid. 7^8 Hen. IV., A. D. 1405-6.— Ibid. p. 567-8. 

Le Cont de Warr' Le Sire de Bumell 
f, WestmerP „ Lovell 

„ Somersete „ Boos 

„ Arundell „ Berkeley 

Peers present in the parliament 7 and 8 Hen. IV. (1406.) 

Hot. Pari. VoU 3., p. S76. 

Besides certain bishops^ abbots, via : — 

Edw. Duke of York Thos. Earl of Arundel 

John Earl of Somerset Rich. Earl of Warwick 

Edm. Earl of Kent Michael Earl of Suffolk 
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Wm. Lord de Roos 
Rich. Lord deGrey de Codenore 
Henry Lord Beaumont. 
Regin. Lord Grey de Ruthyn 
Willm. Lord de Ferrers 
Thos. Lord Fumivall 
Willm. Lord Wylughby. 
Hugh Lord Bumell 
Willm. Lord Clynton 
Thomas Lord Morley 



John Lord Darey 
John Lord Lovell 
Bartholomew Lord Bourdiier 
Gilbert Lord Talbot 
Willm. Lord la Zouche 
Thomas Lord de Camoys 
Richd. Lord Seymour. 
Henry Fitz-Hugh. 
Henry le Scrop de Masham 



N.B. — ^The above witnesses to the crown on the event of the death of Hen. Prince 
of Wales^ s.p.m., then to the second or third sons of king Henry in tail male^ &c. ; but 
not if Prince Henry should have any male issue. 

The above witnesses to another instrument in parliament, (Ibid,) dated the same day 
in presenti parliamento apud Palatium Westm: 17 June, A.R. 7th. 

The following earls and barons, witnesses in parliament to another instrument, in 
the present parliament, at Westminster, 22 Dec. A. R. 8 Hen. IV. — (Tlot. Pari. v. 3. p. 
582-3. 



Edward duke of York 
John earl of Somerset 
Edmund earl of Kent 
Thomas earl of Arundel 
Richard earl of Warw* 
Edward earl of Devon 
Michael earl of Suffolk 
Richard earl of Oxford 
Ralph earl of Westmoreland 
William lord de Roos 
Richard lord Grey de Code- 
nore 
Henry lord Beaumont 
Reginald lord Grey de Ru- 

thyn 
William lord de Ferrers 
Thomas lord Fumivalle 
WiUiam lord Wylughby 



Hugh lord Bumell 
WiUiam lord Clynton 
Thomas lord de Morley 
John lord Darcy 
John lord Lovell 
Bartholomew lord Bourchier 
Gilbert lord Talbot 
William lord la Zouch 
Thomas lord Camoys 
Richard lord Seymour 
Henry Iltz-Hugh 
Henry le Scrop de Masham 
John de WeUes 
John Cobham 
Peter de Malolacu 
John de Latymer 
Edward Charleton de Powys 
Mag' Thomas de la Warre 
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Thom^ Berkeley de Berkeley John Tochett 

Ralph de Crombwell Robert Ponynges 

Ralph de Greistok John de Haryngton,' and 

William Beauchamp de Ber- Richard le Strannge 
gavenny 

Triers of Petitions, 9 Hen. IV., A.D. 1407.— Ibid p. 608-9. 

Le Count de Warrewyk Le Sire de Bumell 

„ „ WestmorP „ Lovell 

„ „ Somersete ,, Roos 

„ „ Arundell „ Berkeleye 

Ibid U Hen IV., A.D. 1409-10.— Ibid p. 623. 

Le Count de Warrewyk Le Sr de Bumell 

„ „ WestmerF Le Sire de Morley 

„ „ Somers' Le Sr de Roos 

,^ „ Arundell „ Berkeley 

Ibid 13 Hen. IV., A.D. 1411.— Ibid p. 648. 

Le Count de Warrewyk Le Sire de Bumell 

„ „ Westmerr » Morley. 

„ „ Oxenford „ Roos 

% „ Suff' „ Berkeley 



Ibid 1 Hen. V. A.D. 1413.— Ibid Vol IV., p. 4. 

Le Cent de Warrewyk Le Sre de Bumell 
„ „ WestmerP „ Perrerys 

„ „ Sarum » Boo» 

„ „ Suff* M Berkeleye 

Ibid 2 Hen. V., A.D. \4\4.— Ibid p. 35. 

Le Due de Clarence Le Due d^Everwyk 

„ Bedeford Le Count de la March 

„ „ Gloucestr* „ « Warr* 

* He appears to be constantly summoned by the name of Robert; bnt his real name was Jokn^ as here men- 
tioned in the Rolls of Parliament. His fetiier Robert died the 7 Hen. IV. 
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Le Count de Dorsete Le Sr de Morley 

Westmerland ^ Poyrys 

Saresbirs ,, Grey de Ruthyn 

Mareschall „ Lescrop 

„ Suff' „ Haryngton 

Le Sr de Berkeleye 

IKd 3 Hen. V. AJ). Ul5.-^lbidp. 63. 

Le Sire Grey de Ruthyn Le Sire de Talbot 

„ de Powys „ Ponjnoges 

IbidS Hen. V., A.D. 1415.— Ibid p. 71. 

Le Due de Clarence Le Count de Saresbirs 

„ Bedeford Le Sr Gray de Ruthyn 

yj Gloucestre „ de Berkeleye 

Le Count de la March „ Ponynges 
99 99 Westmerland 

Ibid 4 Hen. V., A.D. lAlQ.— Ibid p. 95. 

Le Due de Clarence Le Cont de Saresbirs^ 

Bedeford Le Sire de Gray de Ruthyn 

Gloucestre ^^ Berkeley 

Le Cont de la Marche ,, Ponynges 
yy y, Dorsetc 

Peers inparliame$U 4 Hen. V. — Ibidp. 96. 

Le Due de Clarence Le Count de Westmerland 

,, Bedeforde Le Sf de Grey de Rudiyn 

,^ Gloucestre' ^, Bourdier 

,y Bizcetre' ), Haryngton 

Le Count de la Marche ^^ Clynton 

„ „ Warr* „ Camoys 

,, ,, Mareschall ,, Ponynges 

>» ,, Saresbirs ,, Fits-Hugh 
,, 9, Northumbr' 

Triers ofPetUiona 5 Hen. F., A.D. UIJ.— Ibidp. 107- 

Le Due d'Excetre Le Sf de Gray de Ruthyn 

Le Count de Northumberland ,, Ponjrnges 
99 99 Westmerland 
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Ibid 7 Hen. V., A.D. 1419.— Auf p. 116. 
Le Sire de Camoys Le Sire de Ponynges 

Peers in Parliament , Ibid p. 118. 

Le Count de Westmoreland. 
Le Sire de Grey de Rutfayn Le Sire de Clynton 

„ Ferreres de Groby „ Ponynges 

fy Camoys ,, Botreaux 

Triers of Petitions 8 Hen. V., A J). 1420.— Ibid p. 123. 
Le Sire de Ghray de Ruthyn Le Sire de Ponynges 

Ibid 9 Hen. V., A.D. 1420.— Ibid p. 129. 

Le Due de Gloucestre Le Sr de Grey de Ruth3rn 

Le Count de la Marche yy Ponynges 

Ibid 9 Hen. V., A.D. 1421.— Ibid p. ISO-l. 
Le Sr de Gray de Ruthyn Le Sire de Clynton 

Triers of Petitions 1 Hen. F/., A.D. 1422.— Ibid p. 170. 

Le Due d'Excetre' Le Sire de Crumbewell 

Le Count de Warwyk y, Ponynges 

Peers in Parliament nominated to be of the king^s council. — Ibid p. 175. 

Le Due de Gloucestre Le Count de WestmerP 

„ Excetre Le Sire Fits-Hugh 

Le Count de la March MonSIr Rauf CrumweU 
„ de Warrewyk „ Wauter Hungerford 

,, Mareshall yy Jdm Tiptoft 

^5 de Northumbr' ,y Wauter de Beauchamp 

Triers ofPetUions 2 Hen. VL A.D. 142B.— Ibid. p. 198. 
Le Count de Warrewyk Le Sire de Grey Le Sire de CrumweU 

Peers of the SSng^s Councily Ibid.— p. 201. 

Le Due de Gloucestre Le Due D'Excetre 

Le Ohaunceller Le Count de March 
Le Tresorer „ Warrewyk 

Le Gardein du Privee Seal yy MaresehaU 
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Le Count de Northumbr' Le Siie de Bourg^iichier 

I, Westmerland », Scrop 

Le Sire de Cromwell MonSr Walter Hungerford 

,y Fitz-Hugh ,, JohnTiptoft 

Triers ofPetUians 3 Hen. VI. A.D. \A2b.—Ib%d. p. 261. 

Le Due de Oloucestre Le Sire de Crumwell 

yy Excestre' yy Bourghchier 

Le Count de Warrewyk ,^ Scrope 

Ibid. 4 Hen. VL A.D. 1425.— p. 295-6. 

Le Due de Bedeford Le Sr de Scrop 

^^ Excestr' Le Sire de Bourchier 
Le Count de Northumbr' ^, Ferrers de Oroby 

Le Sr de Crumwell 

Ibid. 6 Hen. VI. A.D. 142T.— Ibid. p. 316-17. 

Le Due de Oloucestre Le Sire Bourchier 

Le Co\mt de Huntyngdon ,, de Tiptoft 

^, Stafford ^, Crumwell 

Nomina Dominorum Subscribentium manibus suis de potestate Protectoris &c. in 
eodem parliamento 6 Hen. VI. A.D. 1427* — Ibid. p. 327* 

Johannes Dux Norff' Johannes I'Escrop 

Johannes Comes Huntyndon Radulfus de Cromwell 

Humfridus Comes Stafford Walterus Hungerford, (The- 
Thomas Comes Sarum saurarius Anglis) 

Jacobus de Audeley Johannes de Tiptoft 

Lodowicus de Bourghchier Robertus de Ponynges 
Reginaldus le Warr* 

Triers ofPetUions 8 Hen. VI. A.D. U29.—Ibid.p. 335. 

Le Due de Oloucestre Le Sire de Cromwell 

yy Norff' ,, Roos 

Le Coimt de Warrewyk y, k Scrop 

Nomina Dominorum Subscribentiimi, &c« in eodem P^liamento 8 Hen. VL — Ibid.p*S44. 

Humfridus Dux Oloucestr' Ricardus Comes Warr* 

Johannes Dux Norff' Humfiridus Comes Staff 
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Lodowicos Robessart 
Radulphus Cromwell 
Johannes le Scrop 



Waltenu Hungerford^ (The- 

saorarius Angli») 
Johannes Tiptoft 



Triers ofPetUiam 9 Hen. VI. A.D. USO-l.—Ibid. p. S68. 
MonSr John Tiptoft Le Sire le Scrop Le Sire de Ponyngs 

Peers of the King's C(nmeU,—IKd. p. 3 74. 



Richard Counte de Warr* 
John Count de Huntyngdon 
Wauter Sire de Hungerford, 
(Tresorer D^Engleterre) 



Humfrey Count de Stafford 
Rauf Sire de Cromwell 
John Sire L'Escrop 
Johan Sire de Tiptoft 



Triers ofPetUums 10 Hen. VI., A J). 1482.— i8irf.p. 388. 

Le Duk de Glouoeatr' Le Count de Suffolk 

,, Norff* Le Sire de Beaumont 
Le Count de Huntyngdon y, Hungerford 

Stafford t, Ponynges 

Oxenford 



w 



Ibid 11 Hen. VI., A.D. 1433.- 

Le Due de Bedford 
,y Olouoestre 
„ d'Everwyk 
Le Count de Warrwyk 
,, „ Stafford 
„ Suffolk 



Ibid p. 419. 

Le Count de Salesbury 

39 „ Northumbr' 
Le Sir de Cromwell. 



» 



ff 
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Hungreford 

Lovell 

Tiptoft. 



Peers in ParUameni 11 and 12 Hen. 

Johannes Dux Bedford 
Humfiridus Dux Oloucestr' 
Ricardus Dux Eborum. 
Johannes Dux Norff infira statem 
Ricardus Comes Warr' 
Johannes Comes Huntjrngdon 
Humfridus Comes Stafford 
Ricardus Comes Sarum 
Henricus Comes Northumbr' 



VI., AJ>., l4SS.—Ibidp. 422. 

Johannes Comes Oxon' 
Williehnus Comes Suff' 
Edmundus Comes Moriton 

Comes Devon infira cetatem 
de Beaumont Chiyaler 
Willielmus de Ferrariis de Groby 

Chiyaler 
Willielmus le Zouch Chiyaler 
Thomas de Morley Chiyaler 
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Radulphus Cromwell Thesaurarius 

Anglie 
Jacobus de Berkeley Chiyaler 
Henricus de Grey de Codenore 

Chivaler 
Henricus le Bourchier Chivaler 
. Johannes de Latymer Chivaler 
Robertus de Ponynges Chivaler 
Thomas de Dacre Chivaler 
Johannes de Welles Chivaler 

de Fauconberge Chivaler 



William de Lovell Chivaler 
Walterus Hungerford Chivaler 
Johannes de Uptoft Chivaler 
Johannes Comwayll de Faunhope 

Chivaler 
Johannes le Scrop de Masham ChiVr 
promisit in Camera sua pro- 
pria quia infirmus in manus 
CanceUar* quinto die Decem- 
bris 



TViers of Petitions 14 Hen. VL, A.D. 1435.— Ibid p. 482, 

Le Due de Olouoestr' Le Count de Northumbr' 

„ Everwyk Le Sir de Tiptoft. 

Le Count de Huntyngdon „ Faunhope 

Warrewyk Le Sire de Ponynges 
Oxenford 



99 



99 



Ibid. 15 Hen VI., A.D. 1436.— I«rf;i. 496. 

Le Duk de Gloucestr* Le Sire de Tiptoft 
Le Count de Stafford ,, Scrop 

Warrewyk „ Ponynges 

Devonshire 



99 



99 



Ibid 18 Hen. VI., A.D. 1439.— /AW Vol 5, p. 4. 

Le Due de Gloucestr' Le Count de Suffolk 

Le Count de Northumbr' Le Sf de Berkeley 
Le Sr de Beaumont », Scroop 

Audeley „ Faunhope 



99 



Ibid 20 Hen. VI., A.D. \44\.— bid p. 36. 
Le Due de Gloucestr* Le Sr Gray de Ruthyn 



Le Count de Huntyngdon 

Devenshire 
Northumbr* 
Suff* 
Stafford 
Dorset. 



« 



j> 



» 
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Scrop de Bolton 
Hungerford 
Faunhope 
Dudley 
Morley 
Scroop de Masham 
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Ibid 23 Hen. VLj A. D. 1444.— Ibid p. 66. 

Le Due de Glouc' Le Count de Saresbirs 

„ Norff' Le Sire Grey de Ruthyn 
„ £zcestre „ „ Dudley 

Le Marques de Dorset „ „ Fauconberge 

Le Count d' Arundel „ „ Cromwell 

yy Oxenford ,, „ Latymer 

Ibid 25 Hen. VI., A. D. 1447.— Ibid p. 129. 

Le Duke d'Everwyk Le Counte de Northumbr' 

„ Excestre Le Viscount Beaumont 

,, Bokyngham Le Sire de Scrope de Masham 
Le Marques de Dorset „ Dudley 

Le Marques de Su£P „ Cromwdl 

Le Counte d^Arundel ,, Sudley 

yy de Salesbirs 

Ibid 27 Hen. VI., A. D. 1449.— Ibid p. 141. 

Le Duke de Bukyngham Le Sr de Cromwell 
„ Suff' „ Molyns 

Le Count d'Arundel „ Orey 

yy Deronshire „ Dudley 

^5 Oxenford ^, Sudeley 

Le Viscount Bourgbchicr 

Ibid. 28 Hen.. VI., AJ). 1449..— Ibid. p. 171 

Le Due de Bukingham Le SF de Lisle 
,, Suff' „ Fltshugk 

Le Count d^Arundel „ Sudeley 

„ Salisbury „ Cromwell 

„ Wiltesbire ,, Say de Sele 

„ Worcestr* 

Ibid. 28 Hen. VI., A. D., 1450.— Ibid. p. 182. 

The duke of Suffolk having been impeached of certain hig^ crimes and misdemean- 
oursy was sent for to appear before the king and the lords spiritual and temporal the 
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ISth of March^ the 28 Hen. VI.; and on Tuesday, the I7th day of the same month, he 
made his second appearance m parliament, where, besides divers spiritual lords, the fol- 
lowing temporal were present, viz.: 



Duke of Buckingham 


Barons^Lisle 


Earls of Warrewyk 


j> 


Ferrers de Groby 


„ Devonshire 


jj 


Cobham 


„ Oxenford 


99 


Dudley 


„ Northumberland 


99 


Sudeley 


„ Wilteshire 


» 


Beauchamp 


„ Worcestre 


JJ 


Say 


Viscounts — Beamond 


99 


Seint Amond 


„ Bourgchier 


99 


Hastynges 


Barons — Roos 


» 


Moleyns 


„ Grey de Ruthyn 


99 


Stourton 


„ Wellys 


99 


Ryvers 


„ Scales 


JJ 


Vessy 


„ Cromwell 







Ibid. 29 Hen. VL A.D. 1450.— Ibid. p. 210. 



Duke of Buckingham 
„ Somerset 

Earl of Arundel 
„ Salisbury 
„ Devonshire 
„ Wiltshire 

Viscount de Beamond 



Viscount de Bourgchier 
Le Sire de Cromwell 

Ferrers de Groby 

Welles 

Roos 

Lisle 



99 



99 



5> 



99 



Ibid. 31 if 32 Hen. VI., A. D. 1458.— Ibid. p. 227. 



Duke of Norfolk 
Earl of Warwick 
Devon 
Oxenford 
Salisbury 
Salop 
Wurcestr* 



M 



» 



93 



99 



99 
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Le S? de Grey de RuHiyn 

Ghraystock 

FitzHugh 

Cromwell 

Duddeley 

Seint Amond 



99 



99 



99 



9> 



99 



N 
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Ibid. 32 Hen. VL, A. D. 1454.— Ibid. p. 240. 

Lords assigned to attend the king at Windsor, on certain matters : — the earls of 
Warw*, Oxon', Salop ; viscotints Beaumont & Bourchier ; lords Faaoonberge, Duddeley, 
& Stourton. 23 March, 1454. 

Peers in Parliament who subscribed the Creation of Prince Edward, son of Hen. VI. 
to be Prince of Wales, and Earl of Chester, 32 Hen. VI. A.D. 1454.— Rot. Pari v. 5. j».249. 

R. Eborum Z Duces Wiltshire— Comes. 



H. Buk' 
Jasper Pembr* 
Warrewjrk 
Oxenford 
Salisbury 



Comites. 



Beaumont 

Bourgchier 

Fauconbergh 

Willughby 

Stourton 



CVicecomites. 
Milites. 



Triers ofPetitione S3 Hen. VI., A.D. 1455.— Ibid. p. 278-9. 

Duke of York Earl of Wircestre 

„ Buk* Le Viscount Bourchier 

Earl of Pembroke Le Sr de Faukenbrigge 
„ Warrew* „ Cromwell 

„ Salisbury „ Bonvyle 

„ Salop „ Bemers 

Lards in Parliament 33 Hen VI. appointed to inqfdre into thelGn^s Household^ ^c, viz.: 

Pro Hospitio Regis. — Earl of Worcester, Yicecomes Beaumont, Dominus de Crom- 
well & de Sudeley. 

Pro Cales^ 8f Berewico. — Duke of Buckingham, Earls of Warwick, Samm, & Salop, 
Dominus de Fauconberge, & de Stourton. ^ 

Pro Custodia Maris. — Comes Oxon, Dominus de Scales, Dominus de Fitswareyn, 
Dominus de Bon^vyle. 

Pro Auro et Argento, 8fe. — ^Comes Wygom 

Lords, who, the 24th of July, S3 Hen. VI., in Ptoliament, swore to be loyal to the 
king.— /Au/. p. 282-3. 

Dux Eborum Comes Oxon 

„ Salop 
„ Wygom 
'\^cecomes de Beaumond 
„ „ Bourgchier 



„ Buk' 
Comes Pembroch' 



„ Warr^ 
„ Sarum 
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99 J> 



9f J9 



9i 99 



99 » 



99 » 



99 99 



99 99 



99 99 



Dominus de 


Clynton 


99 


99 


Say 


99 


99 


Fitzwareyn 


99 


99 


Bonvyle 


99 


99 


Ruggemond Gray 


99 


99 


Berners 


99 
99 


99 

99 


CliflFord 
Powes 



Dominus de Gray de Ruthyn 
de Faukenberge 
de Scales 
de Cromwell 
Ferrers de Groby 
de Sudeley 
de Beauchamp 
deScrop de Bolton 
de Stourton 

N. B. The archbishop of Cant, & York, eleven bishops^ eighteen abbots^ and the 
prior of Coventry and St. John of Jerus. in Angl.^ included in the said oath or protes- 
tation of allegiance. 

Triers of PetUions 38 Hen. VL, A. D. U59.— Ibid. p. 345. 
Duke de Buk' Le Sr de Lovell 

Le Count de Salop ,^, Dacre de Gilleslond 

„ Wiltes' „ Dudley 

Le Sr de Clyfford ,, Beauchamp 

„ Fitz-Hugh „ Berners 

Oath of Allegiance taken by the lords^ 11 December, 38 Hen. VI. in the Parliament 
Chamber at Coventry. 

Dominus Grey de Ruihyn Dominus Beauchamp 



Due Exon' 
„ NorflP 
„ Buk' 
Comes Pembrochie 
Arundell 
Northiunb' 
Salop 
„ WUtes' 
Yicecomes Beaumont 
„ Bourchier 
Dominus ClyfiFord 



99 



99 



99 



99 
99 

99 

99 

99 

99 

99 

99 

99 

99 



Grey 

WeHys 

Greystok 

Fita-Hugh 

Dacre 

Dacre de Gilleslond 

Scales 

Bergavenny 

Dudley 



99 
99 
99 
99 
99 

99 

99 

99 

99 



Rugemond Grey 

Bonvyle 

Scroope de Masham 

Stourton 

Eigremond 

Berners 

Willughby 

Stanley 

Nevill 



Sudeley 
The 2 archbishops, 16 bishops, 14 abbots, the prior of Coventry & St. John of Jerusalem. 

Triers of Petitions 39 Hen. VL A.D. 1460.— Ibid. p. 373. 
Le Count de Warwyk Le Sr Rtz-Waryn 

„ Saresburg „ deScrop 

Le Viscount de Bourgchier „ Bonevyle 

Le Sr Grey de Ruthyn „ Berners 

„ de Dacre „ Rugemond Grey 
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Anno Qmnio Hen. VL—Ex. Bib. Cott. IHns E. V.—Ibid. p. 407. 

Lords of the Kynges Counsaille 

The Due of Bedford The Erie of Salesbury 

„ Gloucestre ,, Northumberland 

y, Excestre The Lord Cromwelle 

„ Norfolk „ Scrop 

The Erie of Huntyngdon „ Bourgchier 

„ Warwyk „ Hungerforde 

„ StaflFord „ Typtot 

Ibid. p. 409. — Peers in Council at Reding, 24 Nov. 5 Hen. VL 

Johan fi. e. Duke of Bedford) Cromewell 

H. Gloucestre & J. NorflF' Scrope 

J. Huntyngdon Hungerford 

H. Stafford L. Bourchier 

T. Salisbury Tiptot 
H. Percy 

Ex Bibl. Cott. TUns E. V., No. SB.— Ibid 450. 
Peers in the Council Chamber at Westm : 30 Mar., 32 Hen. VL 

R. York, H. Bukingham, R. Warrewyk, J. Worcestre, Devon, R. Salisbury, Beau- 
monte, Bourgchier, W. Fauconberge, Scales, J. Duddeley, W. Ferys, Ebergavenny. 

Ex. Bibl. Cott. TUuSy E. F/., 34 Hm. Vl.—Ibid. p. 453. 

Peers in the Star Chamber at Westm : 10 Nov. 34 Hen. VL 

H. Bukingham, R. Warrewyk, J. Worcestre, R. Salisbury, Bourgchier, Arundel, 
W. Fauconberge, W. Scrop, Grey Rychemont, Fitzwaryn, Stourton. 

At Westm : 11 Dec. 34 Hen. VL— R. York, H. Bukingham, R. Warrewyk, R. Sal- 
isbury, Arundel, J. Worcestre, Oxenford, Fauconberge, Bourgchier, Fitzwaryn, Stourton^ 
Bemers. 

Triers of Petitions 1 Edw. VL, A. D. 1461.— Ibid. p. 461. 
Le Due, Le , Le Count de Warr, Le Count de Worcestre, Le Count , 



Le Count de Essex, Le Count de Kent, Le Sr de Audeley, de Grey Ruthyn, de Grey- 
stock, de Clynton, de Scrop, de Stourton, de Hastynges, de Suthwyk, Le Sr Fitz-Hugh, 
Le Sr Scrop de Upsale, Le Sr de Cobham, Le Sr de Dacre. 
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Ibid. 3 Bdw. IV., A. D. 146S.— Ibid. p. 496. 

Le Due de Stiff' Le Sr de Wenlok 

Le Count de Warcwiee 

,, Essex 

„ Worcestr' 

Le Sr de Bemers 

„ Audeley 

,, Hastynges 



99 


Suthwyk 


39 


Wilhighby 


99 


Montegue 


» 


Herberd 


99 


Dacre 



Ibid. 7^8 Edw. IV., A. D. 1467-8.— Rid. p. 571. 

Le Due de Clarence Le Sf de Audeley 
Le Count de Arundel „ Hastynges 

Worcestre „ Scales 

Essex „ Dudeley 

Ryvers „ Dacres 

Le Sr de Bemers 

Ibid 12 Sf 13 Edw. IV., A. D. \Al2-^.—Vol. 6, p. S. 

Le Due de Clarence Le Sf de Hastynges 
Le Count d^Arundel „ Mountjoye 

„ „ Sherosbery „ Strainge 

„ „ Wilteshire „ Dacre 

Le Sr de Stourton 

Ibid. 17 Edw. IV., A.D. 1477.^— Ibid. p. 167. 

Le Due de Gloucestre Le Sr de Stanley 

„ „ Bukyngham „ ^ Hastynges 

Le Counte d' Arundel „ „ jyynham 

„ „ Essex „ „ Beauchamp 

„ „ Rivers „ „ Ferrers 

Ibid. 22 Edw. IV., A. D., \4%2.— Ibid. p. 196. 



Le Due de BuV 


Le Sr Hastynges 


Le Counte de Huntyngdon 


„ de Dacre 


Le Marques de Dorset 


99 M Dudley 


Le Viscounte Lovell 


„ „ RtzHugh 


„ Berkeley 


„ „ Scrope 


Le Sr Stanley 
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Rot CUm. 11. Edw. IV. HI. t., Dor9. Rot. Pari Vol 6^ p. 234. 

Names of those who5 in the parliament chamber at Westminster, 3 July, the 1 1 
Edw. IV., made protestation of oath, and subscribed eorum manib' propriis, the recog- 
nition of Edward Prince of Wales, eldest son of king Eidward, viz : — 



G. Clarence 
R. Gloucestre 

— Norff 

H. Bukynghame 
J. Suffolk 

— Arundel 
H. Essex 
E. Kent 

— Rivieres 
J. Wiltshire 

E. Arundel Maltravers 
A. Grey 



J. Duddeley 
J. Audeley 

— Dacre 

E. Bergevenny 
J. Straunge 
J. Scrop 
W. Ferrers 

— Bemers 

*- - Hastynges 

— Montejoye 

— Dynham 

— Howard 



— Duras 
J. Fenp 

R. Beauchamp 
Sir Robert Fenys 

— Bourgchier 
T. Bourgchier 
W. Par. 

J. nikyngton 
W. Brandon 
Wittm Courtenay 
Thomas Molyneux 
Rauff Asheton 



N.B. — ^The two archbishops ; eight bishops, and the prior of St John. 



qfPetUum 1 Rie. III. AJ>. UQ3.—Ibid.p. 237- 

Le Due de Norfolk Le Sr de Qrej 
Le Count de Kent „ Audeley 

„ Surr* „ Powyk 

Le l^scount Lovell 
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Ibid 1 Hen. F7/., A. D. 14S5.— Ibid. p. 268. 

Le Due de Bedford Le Count de Devon 

„ „ Suffolk Le Sr de Bergevenny 

Le Count d'Arundell „ „ Cobham 

Oxenford „ „ Beauchamp 

Nottingham „ „ Fitswauter 

Derbie „ „ Dudley 

Names of lords temporal who in the parliament chamber at Westminster made oath 
to observe certain articles then and there propounded to them. — 1 Hen. VIL, A.D. 
1485, Ibid p. 288. 

Duces— Bedford & Suff* Comites— Salop 

Comites — Lincoln Nottingham 

Arundel Piyvers 

Derbie Devon 
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Comes Wilts 

Viscount de Beaumont 

Barones Grey 
Dudley 
Bergeveny 



Barones FitK-Walter 

Grey de Wilton 

Beauchamp 

Hastinges 



Triers of Petitions 8 Hen. VILy A J). US7.—Ibid.p. 385. 



9y 
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Le Due de Bedford 
„ Suffolk 
Le Count d^Oxenford 

de Nottingham 

de Ryvers 

Ibid. 4 Hen. VHy A. D. 1488< 
Le Counte d' Arundel 

d^Oxenford 

de Derby 

de Notyngham 
y, de Wilteshire 
Le VisGOunte Lisle 



99 



» 



99 



Le Sr de Audeley 
„ Bergevenny 
„ Gray 

Le Sire Fitzwauter 
J9 Straunge 

'Ibid. p. 410. 
Le Sire de Bergevenny 
d' Audeley 
d^Ormond 
Le Sr Dynham 

9, De la Warre 
Le Sire Dudley 



>> 



M 



» 



>9 



» 
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Ibid. 7 Hen. VII., A. D. 149\.—Ibid. p. 44L 
Dux Bed^ Dnus Dynham Miles 

Marchio Berkeley Wi&us Huse Miles 

Comes Wiltes* Dfius Scrop de Bolton 

Viceoomes Wellys yy Audeley 

Ibid. 11 Hen. VU. A J). 1495.— Ibid. p. 458. 
Comes Oxon Comes Suff ' Dnus Dudley 

DerV ,9 Essex yy Daubeney 

Surr' '^ceoomes Wellys „ Bergevenny 

Arundel Dnus de Ormond ,^ Straunge 

Kane' >^ de la Warre ^^ Audeley 

Ibid 12 Hen. VILy A.D. 1496.— Ibid p. 509-10. 

Le Counte de Oxenford Le Snr Beauchamp 

Derbie ,> Daubeney 

Salop yy Broke 

Essex „ Dynham 

Kent ,9 Hastynges 

Le Visco\mt Wellys 



>9 
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>9 
99 



96 BARONIA AN6LICA GONCBNTBATA. 

Ibid 19 Hen. Vn.yA.D. ISOB.—Hnd. p. 521, 

Le Due de Bukyngham Le Sr Hastinges 
Le Counte de Shrewesbury ,y Herberd 

„ „ Surrey „ Burgavenney 

„ ,y Arundel „ Dacre de Dacre 

,, „ Northumberland ,, Mountjoye 

Le Sf Daubeney 

N.B.— The preceding proofii of barons litting in parliament have been extracted from the printed RoUa of Par- 
liament for the purpoae of affording a fiudUty of refereooe from the accovmt giren in the following pages of those 
eminent persons who were created by writ of snmmons, and to distinguish the periods of their presence and ezerdae 
of the peerage rights in 6ieir Lords' Hoose of parliamentary l^islation. 
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THE NAMES OF PERSONS MENTIONED BY DUGDALE TO HAVE 

BEEN SUMMONED TO PARLIAMENT. 



ABERGAVENNY sivb BERGAVENNY. 

This barony is of a very peculiar nature, embracing the two attributes of barony by ten- 
ure, and by writ of summons. 

The castle of Abergavenny (or rather Bergavenny as then called) was built by Ham- 
elin de Balun, first lord of the territory of Over- Went, or Wentland, in Wales, after the 
Norman conquest. Not having any issue, he gave his said territory of Over- Went, in 
which the castle of Bergavenny was situate, to his nephew Brian, son of his sister Lude, 
who was countess of the Isle. From this Brian (Fits-Count) the lands of Over-Went, 
and castle of Bei^gavenny, came to Walter of Gloucester, whose son Milo was created 
earl of Hereford, and having had five sons, who all died s.p. ; their three sisters became 
their heirs and divided the inheritance. Of these, Berta the second sister, married William 
de Broase, and had the lordship of Brecknock, with the lands of Over-Went, and the 
castle and seigniory of Bergavenny. But Brecknock being the largest seigniory, the title 
of Bergavenny was never used by him or his descendants, they writing themselves lords 
of Brecknock only. The male line of Braose terminated in three daughters and co-heirs, 
whereof. Eve, the second, married William de Cantilupe, and had in the division of thd 
inheritance, the lands of Over-Went, and castle, and seigniory of Bergavenny. 

It was in the person of this William de Cantilupe that the style of Bergavenny is 
said to have been first used. He, according to some authorities,* having been summoned * CoUins'ft 
to parliament by king Hen. III. ; but there is not any record to sustain that assertion, p^ ^g 

^ George de Cantilupe, only son of Sir William, dying s.p., his two sisters became 
his co-heirs : of these Joane married Henry de Hastings, who thereby in the division of 
his estates, obtained the castle and territory of Bergavenny. 

John de Hastings, his son and heir, had summons to parliament from the 22 Edw. 
I. to the 6 Edw. II. In the 29 Edw. I., by the designation of John de Hastings Dommus 
de Bergavenny, he was one of those barons who in the parliament at Lincoln, subscribed 
the famous letter to the Pope, — ^thereby intimating that Bergavenny was the name of his 
barony, though Hastingi was his surname. 

VOL. I. 
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Lawrence Hastings^ his grandson^ was created earl of Pembroke^ by king Edw. III. ; 
so that the title of baron Hastings, or Bergavenny was merged in that higher dignity. 
John his son, the second earl, having a great dislike to Reginald lord Grey, his cousin, 
and to Hugh Hastings his next heir male, made a feofment the 43 Edw. III., whereby, 
(according to Dugdale,) in case he should die without issue of his body, he settled the 
town and castle of Pembroke upon the king, his heirs, and successors, and the castle of 
Bergavenny, and other lands in England and Wales^ upon his mother's sister's son, Wil- 
liam de Beauchamp. 

John, third earl of Pembroke, only child of the said Earl John, dying s.p. the 13 
Rich. II., the title of earl of Pembroke ceased, and the castle and barony of Bergavenny 
passed by virtue of the feofment to William de Beauchamp, who being so seised thereof, 
was in the 16 of Rich. 11. summoned to parliament by the style of William Beauchamp 
de Bergavenny. 

Richard Beauchamp, his only son and heir, was never summoned to parliament by 
the same description, being shortly after he had acquired his majority, created earl of 
Worcester, in 1420^ and dying in 1451, s.p.m. his earldom became extinct, but the barony 
created by the summons to parliament of his fieither, the 16 Rich. II., remained in die 
heir general of his body. He married Isabel, daughter and heir of Thomas, lord Le Des- 
penser, by whom he had an only daughter and heiress, Elisabeth, who married Edward 
Neville, a younger son of Ralph Neville, first earl of Westmorland : this lady was there- 
fore heiress of the two baronies of Le iDespenser^ and of Beauchamp de Bergavenny. — 
But it does not appear that her husband Edward Neville, was immediately summoned 
to parliament, jure tuporis, as the usual practice then was, to either barony ; on the con- 
trary, William de Beauchamp, grandfather of the said lady Elisabeth, is said by Dugdale, 
to have settled the castle of Bergavenny, &c., upon Joan, his wife, and the heirs male of 
the body of the said William, with remainder, for default of such issue, to the heirs male 
of Thomas, earl of Warwick, his brother ; which heirs male failing, the said Edward 
Neville, and Elizabeth, his wife, upon their humble remonstrance, obtained in the 27th 
* Dngd. Bar. of Hen. VI. livery thereof^ and thereupon, according to Dugdale,* (before cited,) was 
' * ^' * styled lord Bergavenny, and the 29th of Hen. VI. was summoned to parliament by that 
title. 

Henry, great grandson of the said Edward lord Bergavenny, deceasmg in 1586, left 
one sole daughter and heiress Mary, who married Sir Thomas Fane, knight, and there- 
upon claimed the barony of Bergavenny against Edward Neville^ son of Edward, a 
younger brother of the before mentioned Henry, on whom the castle of Bergavenny had 
been settled both by testament and aet of parliament. This daim after a long contest^ 
and very learned arguments, was not determined until the 25th of May, 1 Jac., when by 
judgment of the house of lords, and order of the commissioners (or executing the office 
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of earl Marshall^ the title of Bergavenny was decreed for the heir male^ and the king 
gave the barony of Le Despenser to the heir female (the claimant Maiy) and her heirs. 
Here it must be obseired l^t the barony of Bergavenny, if created by writ, could 
not claim precedency further back than either the 29 of Hen. VL, or 16 Ric. 11. ; but if 
it was a barony by prescription or tenure, every person who had been in possession of 
the castle, being reputed ratione postemonisy a baron, then its precedence would be from 
Hamelin de Balun, the first builder and Norman baron after the conquest. Had this 
not been so considered by the claimant, it appears rather singular she should have 
sought this barony in preference to that of Le Despenser, which was of more antiquity, 
as dateable from its first writ of summons. Again, if the simimons to William de Beau- 
champ was merely personal, and the additament of de Bergaoewny put to distinguish 
him from other barons of the same name, he was only baron Beauchamp ; but if the 
additament was meant as a creation of baron Bergavenny , then it clearly referred to the 
possession of that castle, as a barony by prescription, appertaining to its possessors, 
similarly as to the possessor of Arundel castle. But the decision left the question unde- 
cided, and partook of the character of a compromise, but not a declaration of the law ; 
the singular point is, that the claimant did not obtain what she sought; but got that 
which she never applied for, and in fiact was a forfeited titie.* * VideLeDw- 



penaer. 



William Beancliamp, snmmoned to parliament, 16 Ricliard II., by the^Joan, sister and co-heir to Tliomas, 
addition of de Bergtnmmy, \ Earl of AnmdeL 

Richard, created earl of Worcester.^Isabel, daughter and at length heir of Tliomas, baron Le Despenser. 

Elisabeth, sole daughter and heir.^rEdward Nerille, sommoned 29 Hen. VI., as baron of Bergavenny. 

George Nerille, 2nd baron Beigavenny.-i 

George, Srd baron, entailed Bergayenny, &c. upon the heirs male of his own body ; deSuilt, on his Sir Edward 

brotl^r Sir Edward ; defknlt remainder, to his own right heirs.-^ Ne?ille.-i 

Henry, 4th baron.-i Edward Neville of Bergavenny, died before the decision.-i 



, 3 



Mary, sole danghter and heir, wife of Sir Edward Neville, baron Bergavenny sive Abeigavenny, first 

Thomas Fane, knt. sommoned after the decision. 

But notwithstanding this compromise^ by which both parties were ennobled, there 
remains an important point for consideration, as to what effect it had with respect to the 
barony of Bergavenny, (or Abergavenny as now called,) either to establish it as a barony 
by writ; or as a barony by virtue of the possession of the castle, and founded upon pre- 
scription. If the latter, the precedence would be before that of Le Despenser, and 
therefore, the placing it below that barony was inconsistent. If it was a barony first re- 
cognised by writ in the person of John de Hastings, denominated Dominus de Bergar 
venny, the 29 Edw. I., then neither Beauchamp, nor Neville, who took through Beau- 
champ, were descended from Hastings, and could not have any pretension of descent in 
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the character of heirship. Under this view it would seem^ that the writ of summons to 
Edward Neville^ after the compromise, was the creation of a new barony, which by vir- 
tue of the writ, was rendered a peerage descendable to the heirs general of the body of 
the said Edward Neville, although the castle of Bergavenny still remained under the 
entail to heirs male. The writ of summons could not have the retrospective effect of 
placing him next to Despenser, unless he had been entitled to a barony, of which some 
ancestor to whom he was heir, had been called to parliament with that precedence ; 
which not being tiie case, tiie highest date he could refer back to, was that of William de 
Beauchamp, temp. Ric. IL and to that he was not heir, for lady Mary Fane was the 
heiress general ; and moreover, the precedence given to him was contrary to that statute 
of SI Hen. VIII.. as referred to by the lords in protesting, to the precedence given in 
* Joiini.Dom. the creation by Charles I. to William, the first earl of Banbury.* If the barony then be 
deemed created by writ, the succession, of right of succession, would be vested according 
to the under table of descent : — 

Edward Neville, heir male, and sammoiied to parliament aa Lord AbergaTenny, 3 Jaa. I. — ob. 1622. 



1 _ I 

Edward, 2nd Lady M.^j^Henry, Lord^Catherine, co-heir Chriatopher, 3rd aon, 

Abergayenny I of Lord Yaiiz. i. qno the line of the 

ob. 1641. I (2nd wife.) nest heir male. 



son, ob. SackTille. 

coelebf . (lat wife) 



Sir Tlios. Nevilky^Franoea Four John, Lord Aberga- George, Lord Abeigi^Mary Tlirec 

ob. Ti. pat. 1628. J Mordannt. danra. yeony, a. p. 1660. Tenny, ob. 1666. j Gifford. danra. 

Margaret, mar. Thomas, aon of Sir Baail Brook, knt., George, Lord Bridget,:ySir John 

according to Edmondaon, bntDngdale itates SirThoa. Abergavenny, sitter & i Shelley, 

Neville, died a.p. and his wife's name Elis. not Franoea. ob. 1 694-5, a.p. heir. | hart. 

I 
mncea Shelley, daogfater and heiress, married Richard, Viscount Fitc-WiQiam, of Ireland. 



ALDITHLEY sive AUDLEY, of Heleioh.— (25 Edw. I.) 

This barony of ancient date^ and of great fame in its early lords^ being an existing title^ 
of which an elaborate account may be found in the various editions of Collinses peerage, and 
the peerages of the day, a lengthened account of it is here unnecessary to be entered 
into, and as such it may suffice to say, that 

Nicholas de Aldithley, or Audley, was first summoned to parliament the 25 Edw. I. 

But Sir Harris Nicolas, in his Peerage Synopsis says, it is doubtful if that writ can 

be considered as a regular summons to parliament : yet, whatever the opinion of that 

learned gentleman may be, it appears that a parliament was holden in that year, in which 

t Vide Append the great charter, and charter of the foreeta was cofifirmedA He died in 1299, and was 

succeeded by his son. 
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Thomas, second lord Audley, who died shortly after ia 1307, under age, and without 
issue, (according to Dugdale) leaving Eve his wife surviving (who was daughter and 
eventually heir of John lord Clavering) and Nicholas, his brother and heir, which 

Nicholas, third lord Audley, had summons to parliament from the 6 to the 12 Edw. 
II., and died the year following, (1319)^ leaving Joane his wife surviving, (who was 
widow of Henry Lacy, earl of Lincoln, and sister and co-heir of William Martin, baron 
of Kameys) and James his son and heir,^ which 

James, fourth lord Audley, was then not fully three years of age, who afterwards be- 
came one of the most eminent noblemen of his day, and was particularly famous for his 
martial exploits at the ever memorable battle of Poictiers, having had summons to 
parliament from the 4 Edw. III. to the 10 of Ric. II. He died the same year, being 
then one of the knights of the illustrious order of the Garter. He married 1st Joan, daugh- 
ter of Roger Mortimer, earl of March, by whom he had Nicholas his son and heir, and 
two daughters, viz. Margaret and Joan. To his second wife he married Isabel, one of 
the daughters and co-heirs of William Malbank, by whom he had a daughter, also named 
Margaret, who married Fulk Fitz-Warine. 

Nicholas, fifth lord Audley, survived his father only a short time. He married Eli- 
zabeth, daughter of Alice de Beaumont, countess of Boghan, (Buchan), and having been 
summoned to parliament from the II to the 14 Ric. II., died shortly after (1392) with- 
out issue, leaving John Tuchet, grandson of Joan his eldest sister, and Margaret the 
wife of Sir Roger Hilary his other sister, his co-heirs of the whole blood. The said 

John Tuchet was afterwards summoned to parliament from the 7 to the 9 Hen. lY. 
as '^ Johanni Tuchet,'' and died the following year, leaving James Tuchet his son and 
heir, which 

James Tuchet had summons to parliament from the 8 Hen. Y. to the 33 Hen. YI. 
as ^' Jacobo de Audley,'' by which description, John his son and heir was summoned 
from the 1 of Edw. lY. to the 1 of Ric. III. He died in 1491, and was succeeded by 
his son and heir, 

James Tuchet who had summons from the 7 to the 12 of Hen. YII., but was be- 
headed and attainted in 1497- 

John his son and heir was restored in blood, and to his honours in 1512, and was 
afterwards summoned to parliament from the 6 of Hen. YIII., to the 1st of Queen Eliz. : 
he died circ. 1559, leaving 

A Dugdale in his Baronage, p. 748. says he died the 10 Edw. II., but his name appears in his Lists of Sum- 

anons, in the aboye said 12 Edw. II. 

b On a brass plate fixed on an altar tomb in the nave of Audlej church, co. Staff., is the following inscription : 
Icy gist Mons. Thbmas D'Audeley Chivaler fira Mons. James D'Audeley, Seign'r de Heleigh de Rouge Chastett 

qi moruit Le xziv. die Januari L'An. de gra' Me cccIxxxt. — qui vit : de qi alme Dieu p' sa pite eit merci. — Aumv, 
Above the inscription, on a distiiict brass plate, is the figure of the knight in armour. 
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George his son and heir^ who was never summoned^ nor Henry his son and heir, 
who died circ. 1564, leaving Gteorg e his son and heir,which 

Greorge had summons to parliament from the 8 of 2 EUiz* to the 12 of Jas. I«, and 
was advanced to the title of earl of Castlehaven in Ireland, and died in 1617 ; his son 
and heir 

Mervin Tuchet, second earl of Castlehaven, was attainted and beheaded in 1631, 
having been tried by his peers, and found guilty of divers in£Eunous charges preferred 
against him, on which occasion his honours were forfeited; but his son and heir 

James Tudiet was created baron Audley, and earl of Castlehaven^ in Ireland, and 
restored to the barony forfeited by his father, with remainder to the heirs of his body; 
remainder to Martin Tuchet his brother, and the heirs of his body; remainder to the 
daughters of his father, and their heirs, by act of parliament, anno 1678, deceasing s.p. 
in 1684, the said honours devolved upon 

Martin Tuchet his brother and heir, who died in 1686, leaving 

James his son and heir, baron Audley, in SSngland, and earl of Castlehaven, in Ire- 
land ; he died in 1700, and was succeeded by his son and hdr 

James, who deceased in 1740, leaving two sons, whereof James the eldest was his 
successor, but dying in 1769, 8.p. : his brother, 

John Talbot Tuchet became his heir, and was the last of the Tuchet name, baron 
Audley, and earl of Castlehaven, and departing this life in 1777> s.p., the earldom of 
Castlehaven became extinct; but the barony of Audley descended to his nephew George 
Thicknesse, son of his sister Elizabeth Tuchet, by Philip Thicknesse, Esq., her husband, 
governor of Languard Fort ; which 

George Thicknesse, on succeeding to the barony of Audley, assumed the name of 
Tuchet, and dying in 1818, left 

George John Thicknesse Tuchet, his son and heir, the next baron, father of the 
present lord Audley. 



JOHN DE AUDELE.— (6 Enw. III.) 

DuoDALE, in his Lists of Summons, mentions a John de Audele to have had sum- 
mons to parliament the 6 Edw. III. ; and on looking into the writ, this name is therein 
recited, as well as that of James de Audele ; but who this John was, Dugdale, in his his- 
torical account of the fiunily, has not made the least mention ; — ^yet. the name of this 
John de Audele is twice repeated in the writs of summons of the 6 Edw. III. ; the first 
to a parliament at Westminster, the second to a parliament at York. 
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AUDLEY, AND EARL of GLOUCESTER, (11 EDW. II). 

Hugh de Audley, supposed by Dugdale to be a younger brother to Nicholas, €he 
second of his name. Baron Audley (of Heleigh) was summoned to parliament the 
14 Edw. II., as Hugh de Audley, Senr., but his son Hugh had summons in his life time, 
the 11 Edw. IL, as Hugh de Audley, Junr., and had further summons from the 20 Edw. 
II. to the 10 Edw. III. Having married Mai^ret, one of the daughters and co-heirs of 
Gilbert de Clare, earl of Gloucester (relict of Piers de Gravestone), he was created earl 
of Gloucester in 1337, &nd by that title afterwards summoned to parliament till his 
death in 1347^ when not having any male issue, Margaret his only daughter became his 
heir.* She married Ralph Lord Stafford, and the barony of Audley under the writ of 
the 11 Edw. II., as also that of the 14 Edw. II. to Hugh de Audley, Senr., merged in 
the Stafford family, and became forfeited with all the Stafford honours on die attainder 
of Edward Duke of Buckingham, temp. Hen. VIII. 

Hugh de Andeley,^ brother to Nicholas lit baron Andeley of Heleigh.^Iaolda, widow of Walter Balim. 



Hugh de Audley, earl of Gloa-^Margaret declare, widow James dtf^BTadeCkyering, widow of ABoe,m.RalphNe- 
cester jn. ux. ob. 21 Edw. III. | of ficrs de GsTeston. Andley. | Tlio.de Audley of Heleigh. tUIb, baron of Raby 

I ' — — ' H ;; 1 1 1 

Margaret, only daaghter and heir.=FBalph Lord Stafford. James, s. p.'' Peter, s. p. Anne. Hawyie. 

Issue vide Stafford. ^<^ MonatL AngUe^ FoL /., p. M7, and fFeeoer^i Pwn, Mtm,-^ 

Sir James de Audley, and Dame Eva Audley, l>uried at Langeley 
Abbey, in the dlooeae of Norwiefa. 

a In an old MS. penea, anet. intttlfld lord Bradenell't Book (B) A oartU de BogaBh*ni, in paroehla de Horton in Ooait de Staff., 
thia Hugh ia made son of Adam de AkUthley, brotber to Henry, grand&tber to the flnt Nicholas. 

t> James, son of James de Audley, the custody of the castle of Qlooecster.— AcA. 45 Sdw. III., No, 1.— ^e9r«r, p. 3S)3. 



ANGUS.— (25 Edw. I.) 

This was an earldom created by writ of summons to parliament, the 25 Edward L, 
in the person of Gilbert de Umfraville^ and though the name of a Scotch title, yet the 
said Gilbert, and his successors, were all summoned to parliamrait as English earls, and 
kiamed as such with the other earls of the realm. 

Gilbert de Umfraville who married Matildis, the daughter and heiress of Malcolm, 
earl of Angus, in Scotland^ was one of the most illustrious among the English barons, as 
recited by Dugdale,* citing Matthew P^s, and was lord of Herbottil, Prudhoe, &c., in * Bar. Vol. I. 
the county of Northumberland* He was married in 1243,t and deceased shortly after f'sntiieri. 
in 1245, leaving the countess Matildis (or Maud) surviving, and Gilbert his son and heir ^^^ ^^*^* 
of very tender years. This 

<^ The earl of Gloucester with Margaret his oountessy and their daughter Margaret, as also her husband the lord 
Stafford, were interied at Tnnbridge in KeoU^Weeoer, p, 323.^ 
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Gilbert de UmfraviUe on attaining his majority became a person of very consider- 
able note, and in the 51 of Hen. III. obtained a grant for a weekly market^ and a yearly 

* Cirt. 51. fiedr at Overton in the county of Rutland^ in which grant he is styled earl of Angus,* 
which was long before he was summoned to parliament by that title ; for he was first 
summoned in the 22 and 23 of Edw. I. only as a baron, by the name of Gilbert de Um- 
fraviUe. However in the 25 of Edw. I., he had summons by the title of earl of Angus, 
when the English lawyers somewhat startled, at first refused in their brieves and 
law instruments to acknowledge him as earl by reason Angus was not within the 
realm of England, until he had openly produced in the face of the court, the king's writ 
whereby he was summoned by that title, and created an earl in the British peerage. 
From this time he continued to be summoned till his death, the 1 Edw. II. He married 

t Doagias the third daughter of Alexander Cumin, earl of Buchan,t and had three sons, viz. Gil- 
bert the eldest, who died in his lifetime, 31 Edw. I., s.p.; Robert his successor, and 
Thomas who was a servant in the court of Edw. I., and to whom he gave lands in 
Redesdale. 

Robert de UmfraviUe, second earl of Angus, was by that tide regularly summoned 
to parliament during his lifetime, and by the roUs of parUament appears to have been 
present therein. He died about 1325 or 6. He was twice married ; his first wife was 
Lucia (or Lucy) daughter of PhiUp de Kyme, a great baron in the county of Lincoln, 
eventuaUy sister and heiress of her brother WiUiam de Kyme, by which heiress he had 
a son GUbert his successor, and a daughter Elizabeth who married Gilbert de Burdon, 
(or Barradon). 

His second wife was Eleanora, who brought him two sons, whereof Robert the eldest 

t Dngd. Bar. died S.p., Thomas the second son, and a daughter named by Dugdale| Anora, wife of 
^ • • P* * Stephen, son and heir of Sir Richard Waleys. 

Gilbert de UmfraviUe, 3rd earl of Angus, succeeded his father, and had summons to 
ParUament by that titie firom the 5 Edw. III. to the 4 Ric. II., being occasionaUy a trier 

§ Rot. Purl, of petitions.§ He married Maud, sister of Anthony de Lucy, and aunt and heir of 
Joan, daughter of the said Anthony de Lucy ; which Maud alter his death remarried 
Henry Percy, 1st earl of Northumberland : by her he had a son Robert who predeceased 
him, and thus not having any surviving issue, Alianore, his niece, became his heir, who 
was daughter of Elizabeth, his sister, wife of Gilbert Burdon, (or Barroden,) and then 
wife of Henry Talboys. But she, though his heir of the whole blood, was only heiress 
to tiie barony of Kyme, as descended from her grandmother Lucia de Kyme, but was 
not heiress to the earldom of Angus ; for GUbert, the last earl, had, as before mentioned, 
two brothers of the half blood, namely. Sir Robert de UmfraviUe, the eldest, who died 
in his lifetime, s.p., and Thomas, which 

Vol. II. p. 508. Thomas de UmfraviUe, as his next heir male, in the 4 of Ric, II.,|| doing his homage 
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had livery of the castle of Herbotill, and the manor of Otterbume^ which by virtue of a 
special entail descended to him by the death of earl Gilbert, s.p., but he never had 
summons to parliament either as earl of Angus, or as a baron, though it must be evident 
he was as much entitled thereto as his father, or any of his predecessors, and ¥ras jure 
leffitimOj heir thereto.* But he did not long survive his half brother, deceasing 10 Ric. * Hastings 
XL By Joane, daughter of Adam de Rodam, he had two sons, both knights, viz. Sir Dom. Proe. 
Thomas, and Sir Robert a knight of the garter, temp. Hen. IV., who died in 1436. 

Sir Thomas de Umfraville had issue a son Gilbert; which Gilbert has been styled 
earl of Kyme, though on what authority there is no record to show : but it is probable 
it was an assumption from the tenure of the ancient baronial castle of Kyme, similarly 
as the Albini^s, earls of Sussex called themselves earls of Arundel, from possessing that 
castle, though there never was any creation of that title. 

This Gilbert, so styled earl of Kyme, was slain at the battle of Baugy, in France, 
with the duke of Clarence and others of the Englbh nobility, s.p., leaving his four sis- 
ters his co-heirs to the earldom of Angus, and barony of Umfraville, as is set forth in 
the table of descent. 

It must here be observed that his uncle, Sir Robert Umfraville, was his next heir 
male, by virtue of a fine levied the 1 Ric. II., between Gilbert, then earl of Angus, plain- 
tiff, and John de Habrough Clerk, deforciant : whereby, for want of issue of him, the said 
earl the castle and manor of Herbotill, and manner of Otterbume, were to devolve to Sir 
Robert Umfraville, knight, and to the heirs male of his body — ^remainder to Thomas, 
brother of the said Robert, and the heirs male of his body — default thereof to Thomas 
Umframville son of Joane, daughter of Adam Rodam and the heirs male of his body — 
with remainder to Robert, son of the said Joane, and the heirs male of his body — and 
for default of such issue, to the right heirs of the said earl. This Sir Robert dying s. p., 
the aforesaid castle, &c. came by reason of the said entail, to Walter Talboys, grandson 
of Alianore, daughter of Elizabeth sister to him the said earl the settler ; which Walter, 
the 15 Hen. YI., had livery accordingly .f t Rot. Fm. 

Ifi Hen. YI. 
Gilbert de Umfraville, ob. 29 Hen. III.^Maud, CovnteM of Angus. m. IS. 

Oilbertt earl of Angus, som. to pari, as earl, 25 Edw. I., ob. 1 Edw. 11.^. . , d. of Alexander Cnmyn, earl of Bnehan. 

Gilbert, ob. yI. pat. Eleanora, (2nd wife) re-^Robert, Earl of Anga8,=pLucie de Kyme, Thomas, Valectns 
31 Edw. I. 8.p. marr. Roger Manduit. I ob. drc. 18 Edw. II. I (Ist wife) Regis 34 Edw. 1. 

Robert, Thomas, ob.^Joane, dan. of Annora, marr. Gilbert, Earl of An-^Matilda Elisabeth, marr. 

s.p. 10 Rich. II. Adam Rodam. Stephen Wakys gas, ob. 4 Rich. II. I de Lacy. Gilbert Bardon. 

I ' 1 r ' r ' 

Sir T1u>mas.=T=. ... Sir Robert, K. G., ob. 1436, s.p. Robert, ob. yi. pat. s.p.* Alianore, m. Hen. Tilboys. 

Gilbert, styled Earl of Elixa- Joanna, mar. Sir Margareta, mar. Agnes, marr. Walter Talboys, 

Kyme, ob. 9 Hen. V., s.p. beth. Tlios. Lamberd. Wm. Lodbigton. Thos. Hagerston. 15 Hen. VI. 

Vincent in hit Goneetions of Balpb Brooke, sajs that Sir Thomas Umfiraville, fkther of OQbeit, had aleo five daoghters, married to 
Ehnedon, Bither, Lambert, LodingUm, and Haggereton. 

• Aocording to DooglM, he married Margaret, daughter of Henry, Lord Ferey, who, after hit death, manried WiUiam de Ferrers. 

VOL. I. P 
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AP ADAM.— (25 Edw. I.) 

John Ap Adam having married Elizabeth daughter and heir of John de Ooumey, 
baron of Beverston^ in com. Gloucester, had livery of her lands the 19 Edw. I. ; and the 
25 of the same reign had summons to parliament ; as also in the 27 and in the various 
other parliaments to the 3 of E^w. IL In the 29 of Edw. I. he was one of the barons, 
who, in the parliament at Lincoln, subscribed the letter to the Pope,— on which occasion 
he was designated — *^ John Ap Adam dominus de Beverston.'^ He was also one of the 
barons summoned to attend the coronation of Edw. the II., shortly after when, he died 
circ. 3 Edw. IL, leaving Thomas Ap Adam his son and heir, then in minority ; which 

Thomas Ap Adam never had the like summons, but is said to have sold the castle 
and manor of Beverston to Thomas de Berkeley and Margaret his wife, and their heirs, 
whereby, having dispossessed himself of his baronial estate, he was no longer considered 
of baronial dignity: yet if the writs of summons of his father, his being present in the 
parliament at Lincoln, and being summoned also to attend the coronation of Edw. the 
II., be deemed to have created, and recognised in him a baronial peerage descendable 
in his blood, the heir general who may be representative of him at the present day, 
must be intitled thereto, notwithstanding the alienation of Beverston, and the length of 
time which has since elapsed. 

The posterity of this Thomas continued long after his decease, and subsequently 
dropped the Ap from their name. 
§Voi. iL,p.5. Fosbrooke in his history of Gloucestershire,* says John Ap Adam had lands in 

Redwiche and Northwiche, part of which descended to John Ap Adam, who died the 3 
of Hen. VI., leaving his sister and heir Elizabeth mother of John Huntley. 



ARCHDEKNE.— (14 Edw. II.) 

Thomas le Archdekne, in the 35 Edw. I., was of Shepestall in the county of Cornwall, 

and the 6 Edw. II., governor of the castle of Tintaget. He had simimons to parliament 

from the 14 to 18 Edw. II., both inclusive ; and by Elizabeth, or Alice his wife, daughter 

* Vide De la to Thomas de la Roche, a baron of parliament,* had issue John his son and heir, which 

^**^' John le Archdekne was in the wars of France, temp. Edw. III., in the 16th of 

whose reign he had summons to a great council to be holden at Westminster, lus name 

being included amongst those of the earls and other barons then convened ; but he never 

after had the like summons. He married Cecily daughter and heir to Sir Jordan Fitz- 

t DiflcoT. of Stephen, of Haccombe, knight, according to Dugdale ; but Ralph Brooke saysf that the 

* ^' ' families of Fitz-Stephen and Haccombe were several, and bore different arms ; and that 
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Fits-Stephen was always settled at Norton^ in com. Devon ; but that there was one 
Stephen de Haccombe who there dwelt : by the said Cecily John le Archdekne had issue 
a son, 

Warine le Archdekne. He neyer had summons to parliament. His wife was Eliz- 
abeth^ one of the sisters and co-heirs of John Talbot, of Richards Castle,* by which Eliz- * Vid« Talbot 

of B. C 

abeth he had three daughters his co«heirs, viz.; Alianor, who was was wife of Walter de 
Lucie, and had issue; Fhilippa, who married Hugh Courtenay; and Margaret, who 
wedded Thomas Arundel. 

ThomaB Le Archdekne, sum. to parL 14 Edw. II.^Elizabeth, (or Alice) daughter of llLomas De la Roche 

I ' 

John, son and heir.^pCecily Fits-Stephen, or De Haccombe. 

Warine, son and heir.^EUzabeth, sister and co-heir of John Talbot, of Rkhards Castle. 

AUanor, daughtei^Walter Fhilippa, daughtei^Hngfa Courtney, brother Margaret, married 

and co-heir. I de Lade. and co-heir. J to Edward, earl of Devon. Hiomas AnmdeL 

I r-' 1 I ' 1 I 

William, Alienor, mar. Mand, mar. Edward, Sir Nichola^pJane, or=pRobert De Elixa- 

8.p. Thos. Hopton. Thos. Vanx. diedyomig. Carew,l.hus. I l8abd,>^ J yere,2.hns. beth. 

Thomas, son and heir.^Jane, daughter and co-heir of John Carminow. 

Nic]Kdas.^4hfary, sister and co-heir to John, Lord Dinham. 

Edmnnd.^Catharine, daughter of Sir WiUiam Huddersfield. 

WiIliam.=Catharme, daughter of Sir Charies. George, fiather of Greorge, Other 

I WfUiam Courtney, (Vincent)b John«s.p. earl oif Totness. issne. 

Gieorge, drowned Philip, slain Feter, died Cecilia.=^iniomas Kirkham, 

at Portsmouth. by the Turks. in Ireland. j of Blagdon. 

Henry. WilUam. Richard. Edward. George. Thomasine.=?^niomas Southcote, of Borey IVacy. 



T 

• Yiflitation eo Deron, per Henry St. George, 16S0, but called Joan by Vincent. 
i> Galled Johanna, daughter of Hugh Gonrtaey, by Henry St. George. 



ARGENTINE.— (25 Edw. I.) 

Reginald db Argentine was summoned to Parliament the 25 Edw. I., but never after^ 
nor any of his descendants. His ancestor Reginald de Argentine is said to have married 
the daughter and heir of Fitz Tek^ and thereby to have acquired the manor of Wymon- 
dele in Cambridgeshire^ holden in capite by grand serjeanty^ viz., '^to serve the king on 
his coronation day with a silver cup.'' By the heir general this manor came in mar- 
riage from the Argentines to William Alington, temp. Edw. IV., by virtue whereof Giles 
lord Alington, the descendant of the said William, claimed at the coronation of king Jas. 
II. to serve his majesty with a silver cup ; which claim was admitted, and the service 
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performed by Hildebrand Alington his uncle, by reason of the minority of the said lord, 
on which occasion the silver cup and cover, allowed, were curiously enchased, and gilb 
of the weight of thirty-two ounces. 

The present earl Howe is believed to be one of the heirs general of the two families 
of Argentine, and Alington, being descended from Johanna, daughter of William the 
first lord Alington, by his second wife ; who by his third wife had also two daughters, 
viz : Diana, married to Sir George Warburton, bart, of Arley in Cheshire ; and Catha- 
rine, who married Sir Nathaniel Napier, bart., of Middlemersh Hall, in the county of 
Dorset — co-heirs with their sister Johanna, who was wife of Scroope Viscount Howe. 
Sir George Warburton left an only daughter, Diana, his heir, who was second wife to 
Sir Richard Grosvenor, bart., who performed the service of the manor of Wymondele, at 
the coronation of king George II., and died s.p., by the said Diana Warburton. 



Bdw. 1., 11.55. 



ASTLET.— (2S Edw. I.) 

Andbsas or Andrew de Astley, great grandson of Thomas de Astley,* married Maud, 
one of the sisters and co-heirs of Roger de Camville of Creek, and Grandaughter of 
Richard de Camville, founder of Combe Abbey, had summons to parliament bom the 25 
to the 34 of Edw. I., at least his name appears in the writs to that jetn inclusive, though 
Dugdale in his Baronage states that he died the 29 Edw. I., (citing the Escheat Roll of 
^ E«^ 29^^ that year),* and that he left Nicholas his son and heir sst. twenty-four, which 

Nicholas has his name mentioned in the writ of summons to a parliament to be 
holden at London the 30 Edw. I., and again in another writ of the same year for another 
parliament to be holden at London, in which last writ the name of Andreas or Andrew, 
his father, is also mentioned ; but from that year till the 2 Edw. II. his name is not con- 
tained in any of the writs excepting those of the 2 and 3 Edw. II. : when he died is 
uncertain, some accounts stating that he was taken prisoner, and others that he was slain 
in the battle of Bannockbum. Not having any issue he was succeeded by his nephew, 

Thomas de Astley, son of his younger brother Giles. This Thomas was not imme- 
diately upon his succesion, summoned to parliament, his first writ being the 16 Edw. III. 
He was again summoned the 22 and 23 Edw. III., but never afterwards, though he did 
not die till about the 33rd of that reign. 

William his son and heir was never summoned, and died temp. Hen. VI., leaving an 
only daughter and heiress Joane, married first to Thomas Raleigh, of Famborough in 

ft Dugdale lays that the name was taken from the manor of AbUcj in com. Warw., which was holden by hii an- 
cestor, of William, then Earl of Warwick, (temp. Hen. II.) by the eerrice of layinff handa on Me ewrVi $Hrrup wkm 
he did gtt uptm or alight Jrom honebaei. 



ORIGIN OP NOBILITY. 109 

com. Warwick, by whom she had not any issue, and second to Reginald lord Grey of 

Ruthyn, to whom she was second wife, and had issue by him a son Edward, who was 

afterwards summoned to parliament as lord Grey of Ghx)by, wiih which barony that of 

Astley (if it may be deemed one, there not being any proof of a sitting) became coalesced, 

and descended to Henry Grey, duke of Suffolk, who was attainted in 1554, and all his I 

honours forfeited, as under the article of Grey of Groby is hereafter shown. 

From Thomas, &ther of Andrew first lord Astley, by Edith his second wife, daugh- 
ter of Peter Constable of Melton in the county of Norfolk, is descended Sir Jacob Astley, 
bart., of Melton Constable, who has recently made good his daim to the ancient barony 
of Hastings, and been summoned to parliament accordingly. 



ATON.— (18 Edw. II.) 

William de Aton in the 24 Edw. I., had summons to attend a great council to be 
holden at Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; but this does not appear to have been to a parliament. 
His son. 

Gilbert de Aton, in the 9 of Edw. II., was found to be heir of William de Vesci 
senr., viz.: Son of William, brother of Gilbert, who died s.p., son of William, son of 
Margery, daughter and heir of Warine de Vesci, brother of Eustace, fitther of William, 
Father of John and William, (called William de Vesci, of Kildare,) who died without 
legitimate issue. This Gilbert de Aton had summons to parliament the 18 Edw. TLj 
and the 1 and 16 Edw. III. 

William de Aton his son, according to Dugdale, had the like summons the 44 Edw. 
III., but no more. By Isabel his wife, daughter of Henry lord Percy, he had a son 
William, who died in his lifetime ; and three daughters who became his co-heirs : of 
these, Anastasia married Edward de St. John; Catherine, Sir Ralph de Eure ; and Eliz- 
abeth first William Flayz, second John Corners ; the representatives of which co-heirs 
were in 1828, Edward lord de Clifford, James Brownlow, William, Gasooigne, the mar- 
quess of Salisbury, John Gower, esq., and Isabella countess dowager of Egmont, 
descended from Anastasia the eldest daughter; Sir William Strickland, bart., from Cath- 
erine ; and Thomas Stonor, esq., from Elizabeth. 

The writ of summons whereby he was first summoned, appears like others to have, 
been personal, and as such, it is questionable whether it was in consequence of being heir 
to de Vesci, or as a creation of baron de Aton. Alnwick, the old barony of de Vesci, 
had been alienated when Aton became heir to the family. 
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ATHOL.— (15 Edw. IL) 

This is the name of a Scotch earldom, which having been acquired by the marriage of 

David de Hastings, an Englishman, with Femelith countess of Athol, third daughter and 

* ^y^!^, at length sole heiress of earl Henry, the said David had the title,* but died in the cru- 

Focd. Vol. I. 

428.->D. sade, under Lewis the IX., at Tunis, anno, 1269.^ They had issue one daughter, 

Auda Countess of Athol, married to John de Strathbogie, who in her right became 
eighth earl of AthoP; and died about the year 1283-4, having had issue a son David, 
which 

David de Strathbogie having married Isabel one of the co-heiresses of Richard de 
t Dng. Bar. Chilham, of Chilham Castle, in Kent, by Roese de Dover, his wife,t acquired great pos- 
sessions in England, and died not long after his father, leaving Isabel his wife surviving, 
(who re-married Alexander de Baliol, brother to John king of Scotland,) and John his 
son and heir ; which 

John de Strathbogie (10 earl of Athol in Scotland) having sworn fealty to Edw. 
I., nevertheless espoused the cause of Robert de Bruce, and assisted at his coro- 
nation at Scone. Hereby he brought on him the great wrath of king Edward, and 
having been taken prisoner, he was condemned to death at Westminster, the 7 Nov. 
1306, and executed the same day, upon a gallows thirty feet higher than ordinary. His 
earldom was forfeited, and given to Ralph de Monthermer, then bearing the title of earl 
of Gloucester ; but Monthermer, in consideration of five thousand marks, afterwards 
resigned the same in favour of David, son and heir of earl John, who obtained the king's 
confirmation to him and his heirs. 

David earl of Athol, thus reinstated, was first summoned to the English parliament 
the 15 Edw. II., as earl of Athol, and his name inserted among the earls, before all the 
barons. As a Scotch earl he could have no right to sit in the parliament of England ; 
and in Scotiand all his honours and estates had been forfeited by Bruce. Under this 
view of the case, it must be considered that the writ of summons created him an English 
earl, and the earldom descendable like all titles so created. From the 15 to the 20 Edw. 
II., his name appears in all the writs of summons, with the distinction of earl of Athol. 
He married Joane daughter of John Cumyn, of Badenach, (killed by Bruce at Dumfries, 
in 1306,) sister and co-heir of John Cumyn, of Badenach, cousin and one of the heirs 

^ Femelith Countess of Athol made a grant to the abbey of Cnpar, ** pro salute animse siue et animn domini 
de Hastings quondam yiri mm, comitis Aiholis." — (Sutherland Add. Cate v. 9.J 

^ Duncan 6th earl of Fife, his Grandfather having obtained the lands of Strathbogie from King WiUiam, tiie Lyon 
of Scotland, settled them on his 3rd son Dayid, who assumed his name therefrom, and was &ther of the said John de 
Srathbogie. — (Ibid,) 
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of Adomare de Valence^ earl of Pembroke. He died 20 Edw. II., and was succeeded by 
his son and heir 

David, second earl of Athol, of the English creation, who by that tide was summoned 
to the parliaments of the 4, 5, 6, T, and 8 of Edw. III. ; and was slain in Scotland the 
following year, 30 Nov. 1335, in the twenty-eighth year of his age. He married Cathe- 
rine," daughter of Henry lord Beaumont, and earl of Buchan, by which lady, who survived 
him, he left 

David, third earl of Athol his only son and heir, then three years of age ; which 
David was summoned to parliament as earl of Athol, in the 35, 39, 42, and 43 of Edw. 
III., in which year he deceased set. forty-three. His countess was Elizabeth, daughter 
of Henry lord Ferrers, of Groby,** by whom he left issue two daughter his co-heirs, then 
in minority, viz. : Elizabeth, eet. sixteen, who married, first, Sir] Thomas Percy, and 

secondly. Sir John Scrope ; and Philippa, cet , who married, first, Sir Ralph Percy, 

and secondly, John Halsham, esq. : in the co-heirs general of which daughters, the earl- 
dom of Athol is presumed to be vested, and now in abeyance. 

Sir William Dugdale states,* that David de Strathbogie was summoned as a baron, * D;^- Bar. 
but in all the writs where the name is mentioned, it is constantly David de Strathbogie 
earl of Athol. 

ATHOL PEDIGREE. 
David de Hastings, earl of Athol^Femetitfa, countess of Atfaol» daughter and at length 
jure uzoris, ob. anno 1269. I sole heir of Henry, earl of Athol in Scotland. 

Anda, sole daughter and heir, countess of Athol.=YJohn de Strathbogie, earl of Athol jure uxoris. 

I ' 

David de Strathbogie, earl of Athol.^Isabel de Chilhsm. 

John, earl of Atiiol.?. 



■J- 



David, earl of AthoL^Joan Cumyn. 
David, earl of AthoLnpCatherine Beaumont. William. Adomare de Athol, lord of Felton, oo. Northumb.^. . . . 

, -LZ — J . 1 

David, earl of ^Elizabeth Ferrers Mary married Robert de Insula, called Isabel married Sir Ralph 

Athol. I de Groby. lisle of Felton. de Eure. 

Sirlliomas Percy, =pElizabeth, eldest daughtei^=Sir Henry Scrope, Sir Ralph Percy ,=Fhilippa,^John Halsham, 
1st husband. I and oo-heir. 2nd husband. 1st husband. d. 9t coh. j esq,.^ 2nd hus. 

Henry Percy died in Spain.^Elicabeth Sir Richard Halsham. 

Elisabeth, dau. & co-heir, mar. Thomas Burgh, esq. Margaret, dau. & co-heir mar. Joan, wife of John Lewk- 

^ quo Lord Burgh, or Borough of Gainsborough. Henry, Lord Grey, -oi Codnore. nor, esq. of Sussex. 

» Vincent says she married a third husband Bobert de Tborley.—f Ftneenr* Correctiont of R. Brook J. 

i> Dugdale caUe him a knight, the tombstone inscription at West Qreested shews the contrary, vis : — Hio Jacet Philippa quondam 
uxor Johanis Halsham, Armlgeri, etiam filiamm et hMredum Davidis de Strabolgy nnper oomitis de Athol qui obiit primo die Novem- 
bris A.D. 1396. 

A This lady surviving her husband is named in the writ of summons, 35 Edw. Ill, as countess of Athol,, being 

then required with the other ladies therein summoned to furnish her quota for the affairs of Ireland. (Dugdale's Sum. 
35 Edw. III). 

^ She was buried at Ashford in Kent with this inscription; ** Icy giste Elizabeth Counte d' AtholslefOe Seig- 
nenrde Ferrers que dieu assoitquemounist Wzxii. jour d'October L'an de grace 1375". — (Weaver^ » .Am. MimumJ, 
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BADLESMERK— (3 Edw. II.) 

GuNCELiNE DE Badlesmebe was cluef-justice of Chester^ temp. Edw. I. He was 
seised of the manor of Badlesmere, holden of the king in capite^ as of the barony of 
Crevequer. He married Margaret, daughter and heir to Thomas Fitz-Bemard, (or Bar- 
♦ Vide YoL ii. nard,) the baron.* 

Bartiholomew Badlesmere, his son, was summoned to parliament firom the 3 to the 
14 of Edw. II. ; but being in the insurrection of Thomas earl of Lancaster, he was taken 
prisoner, and afterwards executed, anno 1321. He married Margaret daughter and co- 
heir of Thomas, third son of Thomas, second son of Richard de Clare earl of Gloucester, 
by whom he had four daughters, and a son Giles, which 

Giles de Badlesmere had summons to parliament firom the 9 to the 12 of Edw. III., 
when he died s.p., leaving his four sisters his co-heirs, viz : Margery, married to William 
de Roos, eet. thirty-two ; Maud, eet twenty-eight, first married to Robert Fitz-F^, s.p., 
and secondly to John de Yere, earl of Oxford ; Elizabeth, eet. twenty-five, married, first, to 
Edmund Mortimer de Wigmore, and after to William de Bohun^ earl of Northampton ; 
and Margaret, est, twenty-three, wife of John de Tiptoft ; which co-heirs divided the great 
inheritance. As to the barony, it is questionable whether it was not forfeited in the 
person of Bartholomew, the father of Griles de Badlesmere ; and if so, the co-heirs could 
not derive any baronial interest firom the summons to parliament of their brother. 

The co-heirs of Margery the eldest sister, are represented in chief, by the present 
lord de Roos, the earl of Essex, and Sir — Hunloke, bart. The representatives of Maud 
the second sister, are very numerous, as derived from the three sisters and co-heirs of 
t Vide John de Yere, earl of Oxford, who died s.p., temp Hen. VIILf The line of Elizabeth the 

^^^^' third sister merged in the crown, on the accession of Edw. IV., through the heir of Edmund 

Mortimer : and the issue of Margaret, the fourth sister, wife of Tiptoft, was a son Rob- 
ert, who left three daughters his co-heirs, viz.: Margaret, who married Roger lord Scrope 
of Bolton, whose heir lately was Charles Jones, esq., a captain in the first dragoon guards, 
but now deceased ; Milicent, the second daughter, married Stephen le Scrope ; whose 
heiress married Mr. Powlett Thompson, who, in 1821, took, the name of Scrope; Elis- 
abeth, the youngest daughter, married Philip le Despenser, and b represented by the 
present baroness Wentworth, and Ann Isabella, lady Byron. The title of Badlesmere 
was for a long time used by the earls of Oxford, but there never was any determination 
of the abeyance, if it ever was a barony descendable to heirs general. 



BARDOLF.— (27 Edw. I.) 
DouN Bardolf married Beatrix^ daughter and heir of William de Warren, and with 
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her acquired the barony of Wirmegay in Norfolk^ of which (in the 29 Edw. I.) his great- 
grandson, Hugh Bardolf, is denominated domwM de Whrmegay in the letter subscribed 
by the barons in the parliament at lonoohi^ addressed to the pope. The said 

Hugh Bardolf was first summoned the 22 Edw. L, and afterwards from the 27 to 
the 30 Edw. I. 

John Bardolf^ grandson of Hugh, and the third baron by writ, had summons from 
the 9 to the 37 Edw. III., and in the latter writs with the addition of Wirmegay. He 
married Isabel or Elizabeth, daughter and heir of Roger d'Amorie, a great baron, and also 
baron of Armoy, in Ireland.* William, his son, and Thomas his grandson, were also simi- 
larly summoned during their lives, and with the additament of de Wirmegay . But this last 
baron Thomas being attainted and executed, his honours became forfeited. He had bsue 
two daughters, whereof Anne married, first. Sir William Clifford, and secondly Sir Regi- 
nald Cobham, and Joan was the wife of Sir William Fhdip, K.6., who, temp. Hen. VI. 
was styled* lord Bardolf, but he never was smnmoned to parliament, nor is there any * Vide Cat. of 
record of his creation by letters patent, nor any act of the reversal of the attainder of pp, 295, 296, 
Thomas, lord Bardolf. The heirs-general of these two daughters would be intitled to ^' 
the barony, if this impediment did not interfere. Sir William Fhelip had issue a daugh- 
ter and heir, Elizabeth, wife of John, Viscount Beaumont, whose heirs-general are, the 
lately allowed baron Beaumont, and the earl of Abingdon. 



BALIOL.— (28 Edw. I.) 

Albxandbb Baliol, brother to John king of Scotland, married Isabel, daughter of 
Richard de Chilham and widow of David de Strabolgi, earl of Athol. He had sum- 
mons to parliament from the 28 to the 35 Edw. I. He was one of the barons who had 
summoks to the parliament at Lincoln, the 29 Edw. I., but did not subscribe their names, 
nor seals to the letter, then addressed to the Pope, touching the supremacy of England 
over the realm of Scotland. His death was cire. 5 Edw. II.,t when not having any ^ £1^,5 s^^. 
issue, his barony (if any was created by the several writs of summons) became extinct^ IL 

In order to reconcile the previous account of this £Eunily, once so eminent in point 
of rank, of which Dugdale has made n^ just connection, the following table of descent 
frt>m the MSS. of the late J. C. Brooke, Esq., (in the College of Arms,) is submitted as 
a more accurate and elucidatory statement of the respective branches. 



* She is called by Dngdale, ▼. i., p. 682, ElisabeUi, and vS^ p. 475^ Isabel. 

Among those who were sammoaed to attend the coronation of Edw. 11., (Coron. Rot. 1. Edw. II.), mention 
is made, Tis. : TAoumb <ie BaUUol et com me. He is represented as^f Kent, bat no name of any Thomas has place 
in the Baliol Pedigrees. He might be a natural son of Alexander, who was of Chilham Castle, Kent, jure uxoris. 

VOL. I. Q 
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m^do Balioly of Stokedey and Bywell, temp. WOIiim Biiftis.y . 



CvoyBalioly Beniird,^ Hawiae, mar. Jooeline, brotiiflr to Beniaid* had iMiie Ingelnm, ftdier 

WDUam Ber- of Eustace, who, hy Agues Percy had Ingelram Baliol, 

tram. of Tours, who died s. p. Biek. 27 JMw, L 



married 7 Ung 

DioDisia .... Stephen. 



Bemard.-yAgnes FInchenL 



Henry, married Lots, co-heir Ingehram, Bernard, Hugh, brother and heir to^. . Eustace, s. and h. mar. there- 
to Christian de Bianderille, Man. Tiiit. 13 Eustace, temp, king John | . . lict of Rob. Fits-Piers, tiz. 1 

obHt 30 Hen. III.* AngL John. and 4 Hen. III. I Job. P^. Jtol. 2 Htc. /. 

I 
I I II 

John. ob.^Denroigoil, dan. fc AdSyhadStokealeybygiftofher Eustace. CteM.^^Helewise Bernard, a priest. 



53. [Hen. I co-heir of Alan de Cither, & mar. JohndeClaTcring, 1. Bdiw. L m. de parson of Gains- 

r" — — - - - - . j^ . _ . 



III. I GaDoway. ob. 35 Hen. III. EfeJl.fi. 31. 10. Lefingt«». iord,co.DariMm. 



Hngh, married Agnes de Valence, John Baliol, Aleiander mar. 1st Alsn, Margaret.^ Mvlton. 

FH, 53 Hem, JU, m, 13. Ckm». king of Isabel de Chilham, a. p. Ada. =^W11]iam de Lindsey. 

47 Hen, HI, m. 3. Obiit 56 Scots. 2nd, Eleanor deGe- Cedlia. =^ohn de Borgh. 

Hen. III.^ noise. lnq,MEdw,I, Mary, a^ohn Comyn de Badenach. 

* Parkins, in his Topography of Freebridge, ooonty of Norfolk, p. 50, states, that this Henry, by Lora, his wife, 
had a son Alexander, living 56 Hen. III. ; as also a son, Gny Baliol. 

i> Channcey, in his History of Hertfordshire, ssys tiiis Hngh had a son Alezsnder, who dsimed the manor of 
Boi, as is shown by Quo Wsrranto, 6 Edw. I., Rot 37. h& CvriA Scacc. He died in the 7 Edw. I. s. p. 

EviDBircss.— Vt. 101, 123, 2, 30. B. B. — , 30. C. 13, 210. Deeds concerning Baliol and Stokedey. 



BASSET OF Dratton.— (49 Hen. IIL & 22 Edw. I.) 

The first of this line was Ralphs second son of Sichard Basset, and Maud daughter of 
Geoffrey Ridell, his wife. His son Ralph Basset of Drayton, in com. Stafford, had issue 
Ralph Basset, summoned to parliament 49 Hen. III. ; and slain after at the battle of 
Evesham ; whose son, another 

Ralph, had summons the 22 Edw. I.,* to attend the king at Portsmouth, and the 
23 and 27 Edw, I., as Ralph Basset de Drayton, was summoned to parliament 

Ralph Basset his son and heir was summoned to parliament from the 28 Edw. I., 
to the 16 Edw. IIL, indusive ; and was summoned to the coronation of Edw« II. 

Ralph Basset, grandson and heir, (i. e., son of Ralph, eldest son of the last baron, 
and who died vi. pat.,) had also summons from the 31 Edw. III., to the 13 Ric. II., 
inclusive, and died the year following, s. p., leaving, according to some authorities, 
Thomas earl of Stafford, great grandson of Margaret Basset, sister of his grandfitther, his 
heir ; and by another inquisition, the said earl of Stafford, and Alice wife of William 
Chaworth descended from Maud, sister of the said Margaret, his co-heirs. But notwith- 
standing these two inquisitions. Sir Hugh Shirley, son and heir of Sir Thomas Shirley, 

* Though no place is mentioned in this writ, where the harona should meet, yet a parliament was holden at 
Westminster in the said year ; and there is not any other writ of summons upon record showing that the saidparlia- 
ment was conyened by a subsequent one.— (TtJePor/. Rot. v, i.J 
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by Isabel Basset, reputed to have been the sister of tlie last baron, is by some writers 
said to have been his nephew and heir : but on this point there seems great doubt, — ^for 
had she been legitimate, the two inquisitions can hardly be supposed to have been both 
erroneous, and not to have noticed her. It is, however, also said that the said Isabel was 
daughter of the baron^s father, by a second wife : — ^which if so, manifests she was 
l^;itiinate, and heir to the barony, though the Staffords and Chaworth being of the 
whole Uood, might be heirs to the estate The present marquess of Townshend^ and 
the duke of Buckingham, are the co-heirs of the said Isabel Basset 

BASSET or DRAYTON. 
Ralph Banet, nun. to pad. 49 Hen. II1.> slam at ErMham, 1265.yBlai|;aret, widow of Urian St. Piere. 

Ralph BaaMt» lammoned 22 Edw. I.» ohiit 1299.^oaiie, daughter of De Grej of WUton. 

Ralph, ob.SpJoane, dan^^ter of Thomaa Beanchamp, Maigareti married Edmiind Maud, mar. William 
1343. I eari of Warwick. baron StafforcL-i de Heris.-i 

Ralph, ob. Tit. pat. I323=pA]ioe, dan. of Nicfaolaa Baron Andley. Ra^h.-i Joan, dan. & hdr mar. Jordan le Bret.-| 

Ralph, last lord Baaaet, ob. 1390, a. p.* I«bel,^ married nrThomas Shirley. Hngh.-i Sir Roger le Bret.-i 

Thomaa, earl of StalliMrd. Sir John le Bret.-i 

I ' 



Catharine, married John de Caltoft, milea. 



J 



Alice, danghter and heir, married Sir WiBiam Chaworth.— ( Vide Ckmearth,) 

» By hii wiBdtted 16 Jaaoary.the IS Bia. TL, ha gave oaitain BBanon and lands to Sir HvghShlriay, aiyUd hla nephew, and to the 
hein male of his body, en eondUion of bearing his name and arms ; delhnlt thereoi; to other persons mentioned therein, on the same 
conditions. 

b Bhe is said to have been sister of the half Uood to lord B asse t , Le., daughter of his iither by another wifo : butOlofor express- 
ly eaUs her lofor nahmtts. 



BASSET OP Sapcoats.— (49 Hbn. III. & 22 Edw. I.) 

William Basset, third son of Richard and Maud Ridell, was the founder of this house. 
His great-grandson, Ralph Basset, was summoned to the parliament of the 49 Hen. III., 
with the addition of de Sapcoatey as his eldest brotherRa Iph was to the same parliament, 
by the distinction of de Drayton. He married Elizabeth daughter of Roger, and one of 
the sisters and co-heirs of Robert lord Colvile, and had issue, 

Simon Basset his son and heir, who was summoned to Portsmouth the 22 Edw. I., 
and had issue Ralph Basset, his son and heir, who the 44 and 46 Edw. III. had summons 
to parliament as Ralph Basset de Sapcoatey but never after. He died the 2 Ric. II., leaving 
issue by Sybil his first wife, Alice, who married Sir Robert Moton ; and by Alice his 
second wife, a daughter Elizabeth, who married Richard de Grey, of Codnore, his daugh- 
ters and co-heirs. 



^ I 
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Reginald Moton^ great grandson of Sir Robert^ had two danghtersi his co-heirs ; 
whereof Anne married WUliam Grimsby, whose daughter and heir Anne married Rich- 
ard "^^cent of Massingham, co. Line, &iher of George Vincent of Peckleton, great- 
grandfather of Marmaduke Vincent of Smeton in Yorkshire, who died a. p. m., leaving 
only female issue ; whereof, Mary one of his daughters and co-heirs, married Joseph, 
second son of Sir Edward Peyton of Isleham, bart., by his third wife, and had a son 
Vincent Peyton* Elizabeth, the other daughter and co-heir of Reginald Moton, married 
Ralph Pole of Radbome, in com. Derby, Esq., whose heir male is the present Edward 
Sacheverell Chandos Pole, esq., of Radbome ; but whose heir general is the representa- 
tive in the female line, of Francis, eldest great-grandson of the said Ralph Pole. In 
these co-heirs are combined the baronies of Basset of Sapcoate, and Colvile of Castle 
Bytham. The estates of Sapcoate and Castle Bytham were long possessed by the an- 
cestors of Mr. Pole, but sold by them about a century ago. 



BASSET, OF Wbldon.— (25 Edw. I.) 

Sir William Dugdalb, in his Baronage, (p. 378,) says that Richard Basset, by Maud 
Ridell, his wife, had issue, Geoffery, sumamed Ridell, whose son Richard, re-assuming 
the name of Basset, seated himself at Weldon ; yet, in his Usage of Arms, (p. 20), he 
writes that Richard was the second son, to whom Maud Ridell, his mother, gave the 
barony of Weldon. It would therefore rather seem that Richard Basset and Maud 
Ridell had four sons, viz. Gteoffery the Troubadour, who took the name of Ridell; Richard 
of Weldon ; Ralph of Drayton ; and William of Sapcoate, — ^but this matters not at the 
present day; it may suffice to say, that descended from Richard of Weldon, was 

Richard Basset, the first of this line, who in the 25 and 27 Edw. I. had summons to 
parliament, but neither he nor any of his descendants were ever after summoned, though 
Ralph his son and heir had summons the 1 Edw. III. to be at Newcastle, cum eqtds et 
armis : a further account of the family is therefore unnecessary, it not being considered 
among the barons of the realm ; though if the two summonses were regular ones, and 
a sitting could be proved under either, a descendable barony would be vested in his heirs, 
i. e. of his body. — (Vide Hesolution of the lords on the Clifton case.) These heirs in 
in such respect, would be the issue general of his granddaughters, viz. Joan and Alianore, 
daughters of his son Ralph, whose grandson Richard Basset, dying s.p. the 10 Hen. 
IV., Sir John Aylesbury, knt., son of Joan, and John Knyvett, son of Alianore, the 
sisters of Ralph, the father of Ralph, father of the said Richard were found his cousens 
and heirs. 

The issue of Sir John Aylesbury was Sir Thomas, who had two daughters, co-heirs. 
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viz.y Isabel, wife of Sir Thomas Chaworth (ancestor to Sir George of Wiverton, oo. Not- 
ingham); and Eleanor, who married Humphrey Stafford, of Grafton. For the heirs of 
Knyvett, vide Knjrvett and Clifton. 



BAVENT.— (6 Enw. II.) 

DuGOAiiB in his account of this family is very brief, and merely states that Robert Ba- 
vent in the 30 Edw. I., had licence for a weekly market at Marom in com. Lincoln, as 
also free-warren for his demesne lands at Billesby and Miceby in the same county ; and 
had summons to parliament the 6 and 7 Edw. II., to whom succeeded 

Thomas Bavent, who the 4 Edw. III. obtained a licence for a weekly market at 
Eston Bavent, in Suffolk, whose successor was Peter, who dying the 44 Edw III., left 
Eleanor and Cecily, his daughters and heirs,* who had livery of their lands, their homage * Origin. 44 
being respited. 2, line. 

Thus far according to Dugdale in his Baronage, t but on referring to the writs of ^^^^^ Bar. 
summons for the 6 and 7 Edw. II., the name of Robert Bavent is not in them, nor is it ^^i* "•» P- ^* 
mentioned at all in his Index to his Lists of Summons : on the contrary, the name of 
Roger Bavent is alone inserted, and that in the 6, 7} 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, IS, 14, and 15 Edw. 
II. ; and if it be the same Roger, it is again in the writs of the 6, 7^ and 8 Edw. III. 

A pedigree penes auctore, recites, viz : — 

Adam de Bavent married the daughter and heir of William de Westoneston, or Wis- 
ton, and had issue another Adam, lord of the manor of Clapkin, and of other manors in 
Sussex, temp. Edw. I., which last 

Adam Bavent married Alice, daughter and heir of Peter Escudamore (son of Maud, 
wife of Greoffery Escudamore, one of the aunts of John the last lord Gifford, of Brimsfield), 
and had issue Roger Bavent, who by Lettice his wife had another Roger, who by Hawyse 
his wife had John his son and heir, living the 22 Edw. III., who dying s.p., left Eleanor 
his sister and heir ; which Eleanor married William de Braose, and had issue Peter, * to 
whom Edw. the III. confirmed the manor of Wiston in Sussex, and Wedenshall in com. 
Buckingham — which Peter had John de Braose, whose wife was Maigaret, daughter of 

* Grant to Peter de Brews and Joan his wife, in tail general, of Weatneston (or Wiaton)i &e,; remainder to F^ter 
son of llionias de Barent, knight, in tail nude ; remainder to Peter de Brews, in he.^fRoL Pat, 31 Bdw» III. m. t. 
pom* Z»J 

Roger Bavent made a grant to the king in fee of diTers lands in the counties of Dors., Wilts., Kent, Svss., Snff, 
and elsewhere in England and Wales.— fiZo/. Pai. 20 Bdw. m., «• 29, pan. 2.) 

Roger Barest enfeoired Roger his son, and Hawyse his wife, of Fifhyde, aEO.— -fSseA. 82 Bdm, lU., A;». 21. 
SeamdNbi.) 
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Thomas Poynings^ lord St John ; but this John Braose died s. p. 5 Hen. VI., leaving 
Beatrice his sister and heir^ esL 60^ who married Hugh Shirley^ of Etingdon^ and of 
Shirley, in com. Warwick and Derby. 

The several pedigrees of this family are so variant from each other, that to endea- 
vour to reconcile liiem with the records, would be an almost indefinite task, unless for 
any one who in the character of heir general, may conceive a baronial claim to be deriv- 
able under, and by virtue of the writs of summons before cited. 

Two pedigrees have been here given, the following forms a third, differing from the 
other two. 

William Bavent of Billeiby, co. Una., ob 37 Heo. IIL, Bieh. No. IS.-^fVinceni 6 ^tiwf. turn, p. lb2,J 

John,* ob. 18 Bdw. I., AeA. No, 34. 

Robert, ob. 12 Bdw. II., B&ek. No. 22. 

I 
Bobert, ob. 14 Bdw. 11., Bieh. No, 30. 

I 1 n 

John. Peter.^. . . . Catiierine. 

1 I 

Alienor, married Marmadnke lAunley. Elisabeth, married William Chamberlain of Edlington. 

• Named JoUan in Each. 18 Edw. I. 



BEAUCHAMP, of Abergavenny.— (16 Ric. II.) 

William Beauohamp, fourth son of Thomas, earl of Warwick, by Ka&erine, daughter 
of Roger Mortimer, earl of March, and sister to Agnes, wife of Laurence Hastings, earl of 
Pembroke, baron of Bergavenny, having acquired the possession of that castle, after the 
death of the said earl, was summoned to parliament the 16 Ric. II., by writ directed 
'^ WilHelmo Beauehamp de Berffovenny/^ as under the article of Abergavenny, has been 

*mAbergay. ^^^^^Y noticed.* 

BEAUCHAMP, of Bletshob.— (37 Edw. III.) 

RoGEB DE Beauchamp, graudsou of Walter, (a brother to William the first Beau- 
champ, earl of Warwick), married Sibyl, eldest sister, and co-heir to William de Patshull, 
and on partition of the inheritance, became possessed of the manor of Bletshoe, in com. 
Bedford. * He was summoned to parliament from the 37 Edw. III. to the 3 Ric. II., in 

* Lyaona, in bia History of Bedfordab]re,p. 58, atatea that Bletaoe was of the poaaesaion of Hngh de Beauchamp 
of Bedford ; and paaaed to the fiunily of Patshull, and from it again (as before mentioned) into the fiunily of Beau- 
champ. 
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which year he died, leaving Roger his grandson and heir ; * but neither he nor any of his 
descendants had the like summons. The said Roger had issue a son John, who died 
temp. Hen. IV., leaving a son John, and a daughter Margaret, who became heir to her 
brother, and married first, Sir Oliver St. John; secondly, John Beaufort, duke of Somerset; 
and thirdly, Leo lord Welles. From her first husband. Sir Oliver St. John, is descended 
in the male line, the present lord St John, of Bletshoe ; but the barony of Beauchamp, 
if any was created under the writs of summons, is now vested in abeyance with the sisters 
and co-heiresses of the late duke of Gordon, or their heirs representative, as also a co- 
inheritance of the baronies of Patshull and Grandison, supposing they were baronies. 



BEAUCHAMP, or Burbbox. 

Oliver St. John, grt.-grt.-grandao]i of Sir Oliver and Margt. Beauchamp, cr.=pAgiie8, daa. of John and granddaughter 
Bar. St. John of Bletdioe, by pat. 1 Eais., to the hdn male of hit body. I and heir of Sir Michael naher, knt. 

John, second Lord St. John,nrCatharine, daughter of Oliver, hdr male to his brother, Other 

of Bletahoe, ob. 1596. | Sir William Dormei. and third Lord St. John. Issue. 

Anne, sole daughter and heir to her fether, and heir-general=yWiDiam, Lord Howard, of Effingham, son and. heir 
to the ancient barony of Beauchamp of Bletahoe. i apparent to Charles* earl of Nottingham, ob. yi, pat. 

Elizabeth Howard, soJe daughter and heir.^nJohn Mordaunt, first earl of Peterborough. 



Henry, second earl of Peter-nr Hon. John Mordaunt, or Lord Mordaunt of Ry^ate, andnp. 

borough, ob. 1697. I Viscount Avalon, 11 Charles IL, ob.vL fratris, 1675. I 



Mary, sole daughter and heir married, Ist. Charles, third earl of Peterborough, 

Henry, Duke (3 Norfolk, (divoroed); 2nd. his unde Earl Henry, 1697; created earl of 

Sir John Germain, s.p. She died in 1705. Monmouth, 1 William and Mary, ob. 1735. 



John, Yisoount Avalon, ob. vi. pat. 1710.^. 



Mary, d. of Tho. Cox, (1. wife).^=Ch«s. 4th earl of Peterborongh,ob. 1779.^Robiana, d. of Col. Brown, (2. wife). 

Fran-ssBey. Samuel Mary Charles Henry, fifth earl of Peterborough, heir-general to the bar- Poulet, 

ces. Bulkeley. Anastasia ony of Beauchamp, of Bletshoe, & co-heir to the baronies of Ghran- died 

Grace. dison, Tregos, Steyngreve, and Pfttshul ; now represented by the young, 

co-heirs of the last Duke of Gordon.— {Vide Moi^unt). 



BEAUCHAMP.— (24 Edw. III.) 

John Beauchamp^ a younger son of Ouy^ (ninth earl of Warwick) was summoned to 
parliament firom the 24 to the 34 Edw. III.^ as John de Beauchamp de fVarrewyk^ but 
died s.p. 

* Roger Beauchamp, son of Boger, son of SibiUa, dau|^ter of Mabel, sister of Otto, fiither of Thomas de Gran- 
dison. Livery of lands.— FiVie Originaiia, 50 Sdw. in.. Rot. 2, 3, 6. E§ek, 7 JUe. JJ., No. 22.J 
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BEAUCHAMP of Hacchb.— (25 Eow. I.) 

John db Bbaucham p was summoned to parliament the 25 Edw. I., and afterwards 
from the 28 Edw. I. to the 9 Edw. III.^ as John de Beauchamp de Somerset.* 

John his son and heir had similar summons, from the 10 to the 17 Edw. III., as 
also had John his son and heir, from the 25 to the 35 of Edw. III.; but he dying s. p., 
his sisters became his co-heirs ; viz. Cecily, who married first Sir Roger Seymour, an- 
cester to Seymour, duke of Somerset; and secondly, Richard Turberville; Margaret, who 

married Thomas Challons ; and Eleanor, who married Meriet, between whom 

the barony fell into abeyance, and does not appear to have been ever taken thereout, 
and as such, is considered to remain among their heirs general representative.^ 

Eleanor Beauchamp, after the death of her husband, ^~— Meriet, married se- 
condly, Walter Blount, great-grandfather of Walter first lord Montjoy; and thirdly. Sir 
Henry Luvet. 

On the partition of the manors, those of Hacche, Shepton-Beauchamp, and others 
were assigned to CecQy the wife of Sir Roger Seymour. — f Origin* 36 Edw. /7/., Rot 3.J 

beauchamp OF Hacohx. Tab. I. 
Jofan Beanchamp.^pC6oQy, daughter md co-heir of Mend de Kyme. 



John,* enmmoned to parliament 25 Edw. h, obiit 1336.^^oan. 



John, ob. 1343.^Maigaret (Had dower Fat. 17 Edw. III., pars. 2. m. 25.) 



John, oUit 1360, married Alice, Sir RogeiCj=Ceoil7, eistei^Ridiard Tor- Margaret, Eleanor, married 
daughter of ThoinaB Beanchamp, Sejmoor. and oo-heir. I benrille. m. Thoe. .... Meriet.-! 

eariofWarwick, 8. p. lithna. 1 2nd hniband. ChaDona. I 

Sfar William Seymonry oh. ti. mat Jnliana TVurherfille John Meriet.-i 

Sir Roger Seymour. Vide Table 2. Elisabeth, danghter and heir, married Seymour. 

» He fimnded and endowed a College or Chantiy, at Btoke, in eom. Somenet, for ilTe fthaplaine to piay for the eonle of John 

lord Beaoehamp his Cither, and Cecilia, hia mother, Boberthia brother, thelady Joan hia wife and their ehlldran, and for all hia ratationa 
and fHenda.— Dat at Barnwell, 4 nonee Oeto. 1904. (ex Begiatro de Drokenaford ep. Bath ft WeUa. 

* Hesabsciihed the letter to the Pope in the parliament at Lincoln, 29 Edw. I., and is there designated 
Jokamui di Bdh Comfo Domimu de Haeeke. (On which occasion there is also named a Walter de BeUo 
Campo DonUnut deAleeeter, who tfaongh not snmmoned, had his seal affixed to the letter then written to the pope.) 
He was likewise sommooedto the coronation of Edw. II. 

^ Edward Seymoor, first duke of Somerset, descended from the said Cecily Beanchamp, was beheaded 23 Jan- 
uary, 1552, and all his honours forfeited. 
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BEAUCHAMP of Hacchb.-<Tab. II.) 

Sir Roger Seymour, seated at^Cecily daur. of John, and sister and coh. to. John 
Evinswinden, co. Wilts. | Lord Beanchamp of Hacche, ob. 17 Ric. II. 

Sir William Seymoni^Margaret daur. and heir of Simon de Brockbury, by Joane 
ob. 13 Ric. II. I sister and heir to Sir Peter de la Mare, knt. 

r 

Roger son and heir, ob. 8 Hen. y.=PMand daur. and coh. to William Esturmi, of Chadham, co. Wilts., knight. 

John son and heir, ob. 4. Edw. IV.^Isabel daur. and heir to William Mc. Williams, of co. Gloucester. 

I ' 

John heir iqpparent, ob. vi. pat.=j=Elis. daur. and heir of Robert Coker, of Lawrence Lydiard, co. Dors. 

John heir to his grandfather.^EUz. daur. to Sir George Darell, of Ltttleoote, oo. Wilts« 

Sir John Seymour, knt. banneret, obiit^Margaret, daughter of Sir John (or Henry) Wentworth, 
28 Hen. YIII., 1536. of Nettlested, obiit 1550. 



Edward, 1st Seymour duke^sCathanne, daughter and co-heir Thomas, created Lord Jane Seymour, wife of 

to Sir William Filliol, of Wood- Seymour, of Sudley, king Hen. YIII., and 
lands, 00. Dorset. ob. s. p. mother of Edw. VI. 



of Somerset, decap. 22 Jan- 
uary, 1552. 



Sir Edward Seymour, eldest son, of Berry Pomeroy, ^Margaret, daughter of John Walshe, Esq., one of the Justices 
CO. Deron, obiit. 1593. | of the Common Pleas. 

Sir Edward Sejrmour created a Baronet 29 June, 1611. Ancestor to the present duke of Somerset. 



BEAUMONT.— (2 Edw. IL) 

Henry Beaumont, styled Consanffuineus Regts^w^ summoned to parliament from the 
2 Edw. II., to the 6 Edw. III., as a baron ; and from the 7 Edw. III., to the 13, as 
Henry de Beaumont earl of Bog/ian, he having married Alice, daughter, and at length heir 
of Alexander Comyn earl of Boghan, in Scotland. This denomination did not, however, 
give him any other rank than as a baron in the English peerage, as has been presumed.* * Vide Boghan 

John Beaumont, his son and heir, never used the title of earl of Boghan, and was 
summoned to parliament only as John de Beaumont, as were also his successors, till John 
de Beaumont, the sixth baron, was created by king Hen.VIII., viscount Beaumont ; whose 
son William the second viscount, died s.p., when the viscounty became extinct, and Joan 
was his sister, heir to the barony, who married, John Lord Lovel ; whose son Francis 
Lord Lovel dying s.p., his two sisters, whereof Joan married Sir Brian Stapleton, of Carl- 
ton, county of York, knight, and Frideswide, Sir Edward Norris, knight, were his co- 
heirs to the barony ; and also to the baronies of Lovel, and of Bardolph, which last was 
acquired by the marriage of John, the first viscount Beaumont, with Elizabeth daughter 
and heir of Sir William Phelip, lord Bardolph. — {Vide Bardolph,) 

The barony of Beaumont being thus in abeyance between the two sisters and co- 
heirs of Francis lord Lovel, has been lately allowed to Mr. Stapleton, descended from 
Joane Lovel ; and therefore being now among the existing peers, renders any account 
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farther, unnecessary. On the hearing of Mr. Stapleton's claim before the lords' com- 
mittees for privileges, on his petition, stating that he was sole heir, by reason that the 
attainder of Henry, son of Sir Edward Norris, excluded his descendants, the house of 
lords, resolved, that ^'the cUiainder of one of two co-heirs, doe$ not determine an abeyance.^* 

BEC siVB BEKE.— (23 Edw. I.) 

John Bec, or Beke, descended from Walter Bee, a Norman, who upon the conquest, 
obtained, among other manors, that of Eresby in the county of Lincoln, was summoned 
to parliament the 23 and 24 Edw. I. : but Walter his son and heir never had summons. 
He died s.p., leaving Alice wife of Robert de Willoughby, and Margaret wife of Richard 
Harcourt, his sisters and co-heirs. If this was a parliamentary barony, the abeyance may 
be considered to have been determined by the summoning to parliament of the said 
Robert de Willoughby, the 7 Edw. II.; who, though the writ is personal, was evidently 
summoned by reason of his having obtained the manor of Eresby ; the barony has ever 
since been enjoyed by his heirs, and is now vested (by determination of an abeyance) in 
the fetmily of Burrell, by the title of WUloughby of Eresby y coalesced at present with the 
barony of Gtwydir. 

Walter, lord of EraBby.=jsEyey niece of Walter de Grey, archbiihop of York. 



T rn 



John lord of Eraebyvfliim.^.... Thomaf, bishop of St. Anthony, bishop Margaret, mar- A nun at Al- 

Davidi, ob« 1293, tI- of Durham, obiit ried Galfiridns Tingham. 



to parL 23 and 24 Edw. 
I. ob. drc, 1303-4.* 



tft fratris John. 1310. de Thorpe. Two other daure. 



Waiter Beke, nerer ram. to Alioe^^ dan^and^Robert de WU- Margaret, daoghlai' ■ lUc., i. of Sir W. Harooart 

longhby, of ^«^- &coh. /117. 4 IStfto. | of Stanton, oo.Ozon. (Tt<fe 
longfabyinco.Lin. J27., de fuo. warr, CoUm» m Harwmrt Fam. 

Robert WiUonghby, (k quo ^IHUoaghby nunc baron of Eresby.) John Harcourt.- 



parL , probably died yitk pa- coh. InqA Biw. 
trie, antd 1301, s. p. Ul.deqvo.var, 



Jitq. 4 Edw. U. Heir to Anthony Bd», bishop of Durham. I 

William. 



Richard, obiit n. pat. 
I 



Elisabeth, daughter and heir, married lliomas Astley, of Ndston, oo. Leic., a younger son of Thomas lord Astley. 

> Will dated 1301, gave Eretby to hlf gnndton Bobert de WiUoogfaby. 



BENESTED.— (8 Edw. IL) 

John de Benestbd^ who possessed considerable manors in the counties of Cambridge, 
Suffolk, Surrey, Hertford, and Worcester, was one of the justices of the oonmion pleas, 
the 3 Edw. II., and had summons to parliament from the 8 to the 12 of Edw. IL, but 
never after, nor any of his descendants. His grandson John (son of his son Edward 
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bad a son William, who dying s.p., left his aunt Eleanor his heir, who sold tiie manor of 
Benington, (their chief seat) in Hertfordshire, to Sir William Say, knight, of Sabridge- 
worth, in the same comity. 

BENHALE.— (34 Edw. III.) 

RoBBBT DB Benhalb was smnmoned to parliament the 34 Edw. III., but never after: 
he was the fomili husband of Eva, daughter and heir of John baron Clavering^ and pro- 
bably (as the custom then was) had summons /ur^ tuporU, though the writ was personal, 
without any reference to a barony. He was interred in the abbey of Langley, where 
Eva, his wife, at her death, was also buried. He died s.p. 

BERMINGHAM.— (1 Edw. III.) 

WilIiam db Bbbminoham had summons to Carlisle, eqtds ei armi$, the 1 Edw. III., 

but not after. Thomas his grandson left issue a sole daughter and heir Elizabeth, who 

married Thomas de la Roche,* and had two daughters, who were her co-heirs ; whereof, * yi^e Roche 

Elena married, first, Edmund lord Ferrers, of Chartley, and, secondly, Philip Chetwynd ; ^^^- '^' 

and Elizabeth married George Longville, esq., ancestor to Charles Longville, who became 

baron Grey, of Ruthyn. Dugdale does not mention the family of Roche in his Baronage, 

though he recites in his Lists of Summons to parliament the name of Thomas de la Roche, 

from the 28 Edw. I. to the 8 Edw. II. 

BERKELEY.— (23 Edw. I.) 

Thomas db Bbrkblbt, of Berkeley castle, whose ancestors were long before barons of 
Berkeley, by tenure in capite of that castle, was the first who had personal summons to 
parliament, from the 23 Edw. I. to the 14 Edw. II. Maurice his son, and his successors 
to Thomas, great-grandson of the said Maurice, had the like writs during their time ; but 
Thomas who was the fifth baron by writ, and married Margaret, daughter and heir of 
Warine lord Lisle, of Kingston Lisle, dying s. p. m., his only daughter became his heir; 
and, according to the principle of baronies by writ, carried the barony of Berkeley to 
her husband, Richard Beauchamp, earl of Warwick, by whom she had three daughters, 
her co-heirs, viz. Margaret, wife of John Talbot, earl of Shrewsbury ; Eleanor, who 
married first, Thomas lord Roos, secondly, Edmund duke of Somerset ; and Elizabeth, 
who wedded George Neville lord Latimer. Among the heirs general of these three 
co-heirs, the barony of the 23 Edw. I., must in conformity to modem decision, be now 
in abeyance. But nevertheless, James de Berkeley, nephew of the last baron lliomas. 
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having the castle of Berkeley by virtue of an entail made by Thomas the third baron^ on 
the heirs male of his body^ was summoned to parliament the 9 Hen. V.^ whereby a new 
barony was created ; unless the summons be considered as applying to the tenure of the 
possession of Berkeley castle^ whereof the possessors had been from time immemorial 
barons^ without any other form of creation than livery and seisin. If the barony had 
emanated from the writ of summons of the 23 Edw. I.^ it certainly terminated in abey- 
ance between the three daughters and co-heirs of Richard Beauchamp, earl of Warwick, 
which abeyance has never been determined. It is the barony of the 9 Hen. V. which is 
now in earl Berkeley. 

It however would certainly seem as if the tenure or possession of Berkeley castle 
was then conceived to give the right of barony to its owner; which is more particularly 
confirmed from the circumstance that William lord Berkeley, son and heir of James, sum- 
moned as aforesaid, 9 Hen. V., having been created viscount Berkeley earl of Notting- 
ham, and marquess of Berkeley, died s.p.s., when those titles became extinct, and the 
barony of Berkeley being, as marquess William considered, attending upon the posses- 
sion of the castle ; and he having conceived some displeasure against his brother Maurice 
Berkeley, with a view to disappoint him of the succession, gave the said castle by in- 
denture, dated 10 December, 3 Hen. VIL, for want of issue of his own body, to the said 
king Hen. VIL, and the heirs male of his body, and for default of such issue, to his own 
right heirs.* Thus upon his decease the 7 Hen. VII., without surviving issue, the cas- 
* Dug. Bar. tie of Berkeley, manor, &c., passed to the said king, and his brother Maurice was dis- 
appointed of the inheritance. 

Though thus excluded the barony of Berkeley if attached to the tenure of the cas- 
tle, yet, the said Maurice Berkeley (his brother) was entitled to have succeeded to the 
barony under the writ of summons of the 9 Hen. V. ; but he was never summoned to 
parliament, and died leaving three sons, viz. Maurice, Thomas, and James. Of these 

Maurice the eldest, had summons to parliament, the 14 Hen. VIII., when he is 
said to have sate only as a new junior baron,* which indicates that the writ of the 9 Hen. 
V. was not a summons creative of a new barony, but had emanated solely because lord 
James was in possession of Berkeley castle, and was baron thereof by prescription, as 
his ancestors had been for time immemorial. This Maurice died s.p., and was suc- 
ceeded by his brother, and heir, 

Thomas Berkeley, who had summons to parliament the 21 Hen. VIII.;^ he died 
shortly after in 1532, leaving a son Thomas his heir, which 

a HU name does not appear in the writ of the 14 Hen. Vlll., as printed in Dogdale's Lists of Summoned, 
though mentioned by him in his Baronage to have been summoned in the said year. 

b In this writ he is styled Tliomas Berkeley de Berkeley, chivalier, and is noted to hare made his first entry 
then in parliament, and to have paid to the Heralds xx. s. (Dngdale citing an old book in the college of arms. 
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Thomas lord Berkeley^ died two years after^ (in 1534) leaving Anne his wife then 
pregnant, who was delivered of a son, bom nine weeks and four days after his decease, 
named Henry, which 

Henry, only, and posthumns son, upon the death of king Edw. VL, the last heir 
male to Henry the VII. became entitled to the re-possession of Berkeley castle ; and by 
petition of right recovered the same — ^and thus re-acquiring the old barony of his ancestors 
was, (according to Dugdale, citing the Journals of parliament)* summoned by writ, the 
4 and 5 Phil, and Mary, and there placed the 25th January. 

From this Henry is descended the present earl of Berkeley ; but he not possessing 
the castle of Berkeley, cannot be deemed to have any other barony than the one derived 
from the writ of summons of the 9 Hen. V., which being so derived, is descendable to 
the heirs general of the body of James lord Berkeley, then so summoned. 

With regard to the castle of Berkeley, it is possessed by the present earl Fitz- 
Harding, who under the supposition of its giving right to the ancient barony of that name 
preferred a claim thereto, which obtained several hearings before the lords' committees 
for privileges, but their lordships never came to any decision thereon. The claimant, Col. 
Berkeley, eldest son of the late earl Berkeley, bom before marriage,^ was first advanced 
to the peerage by the title of baron Segrave, and subsequently promoted to the dignity 
of earl Fitz- Harding. 

Thomas lord Berkeley entailed the castle and manor of Berkeley on Maurice his son, and the heirs 
male of his body, &c.y by fine levied 23 Edw. III.-i 

Maurice lord Berkeley .-i 



Thomas lord Berkeley.- 



Elisabeth, only daughtei^Richard Besachamp, earl 



and heiress. 






Warwick. 



Sir James Berkeley, ob. y\. fratri8.-n 

James Berkeley , summoned to parliament 
9 Hen. V., ob. 1463.-1 

I 



Margaret, married Alianor, mar, Ist, Thomas Elizabeth, married William, marquess of Berkeley Maurice, 

John Talbot, earl lord Ros ; 2nd, Edmund, George Nevill lord gave the castie of Berkeley, excluded 

of Shrewsbury. duke of Somerset. Latimer. &g., to king Henry VII. and by his 

the heirs male of his body; brother 

Co-heireses to the barony of Berkeley, if created by writ, and not obiit s. p. s. the 7th of Henry William, 

appurtenant to the tenure and possession of the castle. the seventh. ob. 1507. 

, i , ^ 1 

Maurice, sum. 14 Hen. VIII., obiit 1523, s. p. Thomas, brother and heir, sum. 21 Hen. VIII., ob. 1532.-1 



Henry lord Berkeley, recovered possessio: 



Thomas, ob. 1534. 
ion of Berk 



* Dug. Bar. 
Vol I., p. 868. 



eley Castle, ii quo the present earl of Berkeley. 



* The controversy respecting the marriage of the earl has occasioned much doubt. He married the lady, mother 
of the colonel and of other children, subsequently to his, and their birth ; but a marriage prior to their birth is said to 
have privately taken place, and the subsequent one for the purpose of confirmation. The subject was investigated be- 
fore the house of lords, when their lordships negatived the first marriage Lady Berkeley afterwards published an 
appeal to the house of lords, with very interesting comments upon the evidence brought forward on that occasion. 
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BERNERS.— (38 Hen. VI.) 

In the reign of Henry V.^ Richard Bemers of West Horsley, in the county of Surrey, 
had) according to Dugdale, the reputation of a baron ; but there is not any record of his 
having ever been so created^ or had summons to parliament. He left issue by Philippa 
his wife, Margery his only daughter and heir, who by her first husband^ John Fereby, 
had not any issue. Her second husband was John Bourchier, fourth son of William 
earl of Ewe, by Anne, daughter of Thomas of Woodstock, duke of Gloucester ; which 

John Bourchier was smnmoned to parliament by the title of John Bourchier de Ber^ 
tiers f chevalier y from the 33 Hen. VI., to the 12 Edw. IV.^ shortly after when, he died, 
and was succeeded by his grandson John, (son of Humphry his eldest son, who died in 
his lifetime) ; which John^ second lord Bemers, died in 1532, leaving two daughters 
his co-heirs, viz. : Jane, who married Edmund Knjrvet, esq. ; and Mary, who married 
Alexander Unton, esq. From this period to the year 1717^ ^ space of one hundred and 
seventy-five years, the barony remained dormant, when Catharine Knyvett, then wife of 
Richard Bokenham, esq.^ preferred a claim, which was afterwards allowed by the house 
♦ Vide the co- ^^ lords. This lady died s.p., in 1743, when the barony fell into abeyance ;* and so con- 
heininBankfl's tdnucd till it was lately claimed and allowed to Mr. Wilson, as may be seen in the printed 

Donnantand ^ . . . 

BxtmctBaron- histories of the present peers,t who took his seat as lord Bemers^ accordingly, in the 

bi,'^!' ^' <^e house of lords, in May 1832. 

t Vide Lodge. The determination of this abeyance, in favour of Mr. Wilson, did not affect the other 

co-heirs as to any interest of co-heirship, they might have in the barony of Borough, 

or in any other barony. 

BLOUNT.— (20 Edw. II.) 

Thomas lb Blund, or Blount, supposed to be of the same family as Robert le Blund, 
who lived temp. Will. I., married Julian, daughter of Thomas de Leibume, (widow of 
John lord Hastings, of Bergavenny), was simimoned to parliament the 20 Edw. II., and 
1 and 2 "Edw. III. After when, Dugdale observes, ^^ I have seen no more ofhim.^^ He 
probably was summoned /ure uxoris, — ^his wife Julian being daughter and heiress of Tho* 
mas de Leibume, whose fether William had been summoned as a baron from 27 Edw. 
I. to the 3 Edw. II. 

WILLIAM LE BLOUNT.— (1 Edw III.) 

William le Blount, who married Margery, one of the daughters and co-heirs of 
Theobald de Yerdon, a great baron, was summoned to parliament from the I to the 1 1 
Edw. III., inclusive, in which year he died, s.p. His summons, like that of Thomas, 
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(before mentioned^) was most Vkeljjure tucoris : for at that period^ though the writs were 
personal^ without any reference to a particular barony, yet they were chiefly founded on 
the possession of some baronial estate, which ceasing to remain in the inheritance of 
their descendants, such descendants were no longer reputed barons, nor had further 
summons directed to them. 

BLOUNT.— Tablb 1,^(B». MS, Pedtgreeper Henrp 8t. Oeorgt.) 
Robert Le Bloundi or Bloiiiit.^A{^e8 de Liile. 



Stephen of Sazlingham, (Nebvlee, o. & i*)^* 



William, of Izworth. 



WnUamy 



^Isabel f co-heir to the Manor of Bilton. 



Wiliiam.=p. 



Joan, daughter and co-heir of Ralph^Walter .^Eleanor, widow of John Meriet, co-heir to 



de Sodington. (lit wife). 



1 



John Beanchamp of Haoche. (2nd wife). 



n^mai, temp. 
2 Edward II. 



William, mar. Margery 
Verdon, a.p. 



John Blonnt, ancestor to 
thoae of Sodington. 



Walter Blonnt. 



^Sanchiade 
I of Spain. 



Ayala, 



Sir John Blonnt, K.O., 8.p. lliomas, Treasurer of Nonnandy.=ipMargaret, daughter of Thomas Grisley, knt. 

Walter, first Lord Moimtjoy, Vide Table 2. 

Tabls II. 

Anne, Dnchess of Bucks., d. of Ralph, first earl of Weetmorland,ss Walter Blount, ^Eleanor, d. of Sir John Byron, 
relict of Humphry, Duke of Bucks, B.p., ob. 20 Edw. IV. (2. wife). Lord Mounfjoy. I of Clayton, co. Lane. (1. wife). 

r" — "- 

Williamt^Mary, daughter and oo-heir of 

ob. tL pat. I Thomas, Ix>rd Echingham. 

John, Edward, Elisabeth, Anne, or Alice, m. 
ob.Ti. second mar. An- Sir Thomas Oxen- 
pat. Lord, drew,Lord bridge, 2.8ir Datid 
s.p. Windsor. Owen. 



Sir John,^Lora, daughter of Sir 



oir 4Qiiu,-r-AjQT«, awignusr oi oir Other Issue. 

3rd Lord. I Edward Berkdey. 

' I r 

2. Alice, dau. oi^l. Doro-^l. Wil-^p8. Dorothy, 

thy,d.& 

h. of Sir 

W. Say. 



Hen. KebeJ, ob. 
1521, bur. atthe 
Grey Friars. 



I 



Uam, 
4.1ord. 
ob. 
I 1535. 



d. of llios. 
Ghray,Marq. 
of Dorset. 



Other 
Issue. 



Charle8,=T=Anne, d. of Ro- Gertrude, married John, s.p. Catharine, m. 1st. Dorothy, Mary, mar- 
fifth I bert. Lord Wil- Henry Courtenay, 1531. Maurice Berkley; mar .John ried Robert 
Lord. I loughbydeBroke. Biarquis of Ezon. yi. pat. 2. JohnChampernon. Blnet,s.p. Dennis, 8.p. 

James, 6th Lord, ob. 35 Elic^Katharine, d. of SirThos. Leigh, L.L.D. Francis, m. but died s.p. William, s.p. 

William, 7th Lord, ob 36 Elix.s.p. Charles,8thLord,cr.EarlofI>eTon,ob.l606,s.p.l.(VideTab.3.) Anne, s.p. 

Tabus III. 

Montjoy Blount, bastard son of Charles lord Monljoy and earl of Devon,^Anne, niece to the duke of Bucks & dau. 
created baron Mon^oy of Thurreston, ob. drc, 1665. I of John kml Botder of Bramfield. 

Mountjoy.* ob. coel. Charles,* ob. coal. Henry,* ob. 18 Sept., Isabella, mar. NJcho- Anne, mar. Tho- 
1676, «t. 45. .... St. dro. 38. 1679, et. 39, s. p. las, Earl of Banbury. mas Porter, Esq. 

* These three brothers were aU bom at Newport House, in the Parish of St. Martins, in the Fields, and were all idiots. 

• At St. SaTioor's Chureh, in the borough of Southwark, is the following entry, vis: ** 4th May, 1505, a search was made for the 
bozial of Francis Blunt, gentleman, by one whose name was Thomas Eaniley, who, when the thing was found, seemed misoontent that 
it was not said who the man was, being boried in the evening, obecvrely ; and therefore deeired that it might be added that he was unde 
to Charles lord Monn^oy, then living, that so it might after appear of what place, and state the man was : bat whether his information 
were true, or so, this book can be no warrant True it is, that one of that name was buried." 



Au^/ 
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BOGHAN, OR BUCHAN.— (7 Edw. III.) 



* Vide 
mont. 



Bean- 



t Dog. Lilts 
of SummonB. 



t Vide Ap 
Adam. 



It has before been noticed under the article of Beaumont,* that Henry, the first baron 
Beaumont, was summoned to parliament the 7 Edw. Ill*, by the title of earl of Boghan, 
he having married Alice, eldest of the two daughters, and eventually heirs of Alexander 
Comyn, earl of Boghan or Buchan, in Scotland, from the said 7 to the 14 Edw. IILf He 
continued to have summons by the same title, and by that designation was also a trier 
of petitions in parliament, which consequently indicates his sitting and presence therein; 
but after his death, which was in 1340, the 14 Edw. III., none of his descendants had 
summons by the title of earl, they only being smnmoned as barons, till John, the sixth 
in succession, was created a viscount by king Hen. YI. 

It is here to be considered how far the writ of summons of the 7 Edw. III., created 
Henry lord Beaimiont an earl of England, by the title of Boghan, a title by which he con- 
tinued to be summoned, and sit in parliament imtil his death. As a Scotch earl he could 
have no right to sit in an English parliament; and being one of the Scotch disinheritees, his 
Scotch earldom had become forfeited in that kingdom. According to modem practice, 
ever since the union with Scotland, no Scotch nobleman can sit in the house of lords by 
his national title, other than one of the sixteen representatives. He can be known there 
only by some English peerage conferred upon him, and by the description of which he 
is named in the roll of parliament. Thus the duke of Hamilton in Scotland is duke of 
Brandon in the English peerage ; the duke of Buccleugh, only earl of Doncaster ; the duke 
of Montrose, earl Graham ; the duke of Athol, earl Strange ; the duke of Leinster, 
in Ireland, viscount Leinster. Similarly are the Scotch earls only peers in the house of 
lords by the title of their English creations. 

Upon this view of the case it would seem that the lord Beaumont being called by 
writ to take his place and precedence as an earl among the English nobility, was by the 
operation of the writ of summons created earl of Boghan, as an English honour descend- 
able to the heirs general of his body, and though the usage of the title has so long re- 
mained dormant, it nevertheless is presumed claimable by his aforesaid heirs. 

The various decisions that a writ of smnmons to parliament, with a sitting under it, 
(which is provable in this instance) constitutes a personal and inheritable title, must be 
here deemed applicable to the earldom of Boghan. Many of the barons summoned in the 
reigns of Edw. I, II, and III, were certainly only summoned by reason of their tenures, as 
a service due therefrom ; and the alienation of their lands put an end to their nobility.^ 
Tet proving a sitting under any of these writs, has been allowed to have created a person- 
al honour in the person so simimoned, and sitting. If the writ could be so construed 
to create a barony, the same rule and principle go to the creation of an earl by writ. 
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BOHUN, OF M1DHUB8T.— (87 Edw. IIL) 

JaueBj or John de Bohun,* grandson of Franco de Bohun, who married SibU]a» one of the ^ p^* Bar, 
daughters and co-heirs of William de Ferrers, earl of Derby, by Sibilla his wife, sister and md 421. 
co-heir to Anselm Marshall, earl of Pembroke, married Joan, one of the daughters and 
co-heirs of William lord Broase of Gower, and had issue 

John de Bohun, who was summoned to parliament the 37» 38, and 39 Edw. III., 
and died shortly after, viz. the 41 of Edw. III., leaving by Isabel his first wife, two 
daughters, viz. Joane, wife of John de Pile of Gatoomb, in the isle of Wight ;* and Eve 
a younger daughter; and by Cecily his second wife, a son and heir John;^ but neither 
he, nor his descendants were ranked, as Dugdale relates, among the barons of the realm, 
thus showing in Dugdale's opinion, that a writ ofgumnuma was not then conceived to 
create an heredUary dignity. For if it did so create, then the issue of this John would 
become co-heirs to the barony of Braose of Gower, as well as to that of Bohun. The said 
John de Bohun had a son Humphry, whose son another John, had issue two daughters 
his co-heirs, whereof Mary married David Owen, a natural son of Owen Tudor ; and 
Ursula married Robert Southwell, but had not any issue. 

Sir David Owen, by Mary his wife, had Henry his eldest son, who was a great 
spendthrift, and sold the reversion of the manor of Cowdry, co. Sussex, &c, after his 
father's death, to Sir William Fitz-William, for two thousand one hundred and ninety- 
three pounds, six shilling, and eight-pence.t He anticipated also the greatest part of the t ^^^' 
Bohun inheritance to the same Sir William. By Dorothy daughter of Thomas West, Anoc. 
lord de la Warre, he had three daughters, viz. : Mary, aged thirty-eight, anno 1544, who 
married John Wamet, of Hemsted, co. Suss. ; Elizabeth, who married Nicholas Dering^ 
and had a son Thomas, aged twenty-four, anno 1554 ; and Anne, aged thirty-six, anno 
1554, who married James Gage. It would seem from this, that Elizabeth was the eldest 
daughter, but then dead, u e., 1554. 

BONVILE.— (28 Hen. VI.) 

William Bonvile, of an ancient family in the county of Devon, had summons to par- 
liament from the 28 to the 38 Hen. VI., as lord Bonvile ; but in the year following, viz., 
39 Hen. VL, he lost his head after the battle of St. Albans, leaving Cecily his great 
granddaughter his heir, a very singular and almost unparalleled course of descent. — 

"^ John de LUle, of Gatcombe, had issue a son John who died 8.p., and two daughters co-hein» vis : Elisabeth 
who married John Bremshot, of Bremshot, Hants. ; and Lora, who married Sir JohnBarford, knight, li quoCorert. 

^ Johannes fiL & hcres Johannis de Bohun, mil' de Midhurst, et Cecilia ejus. Brere tantum, luq, 7 Rie, II. t 
JVb. 11. — CAppemduPrp. 459^. 

VOL. I. S 
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William his eldest son, died before him, having married Elisabeth daughter and heir of 
William lord Harrington ; his son, another William, commonly called lord Harrington, 
in right of his mother, was slain in the lifetime of his grand&ther, at the battle of Wake- 
field, leaving by his wife Catherine, daughter of Richard Nevill, earl of Salisbury, an only 
daughter Cecily his heir, and heir, as before mentioned, to her great-grandfather William 
lord Bonvile. She married Thomas Grey, marquess of Dorset, by whom she had issue 
Thomas, the second marquess, father of Henry, created duke of Suffolk, by whose 
attainder the baronies of Bonvile, Harrington, Astley, and Grey alias Ferrers of Groby, 
* Vi de Grey melted in the said duke, became forfeited.* 

fliTe Fnren of 
Groby. 

BOTELER OP Wbbinoton.— (22 Edw. I.) 

This family was so named firom being Botelers or Butlers, to Ranulph or Ralph earl of 
Chester, and is totally difierent in origin and descent from the great house of Butler, 
earl of Ormond. 

William le Boteler was summoned to parliament the 22, 23, and 24 Edw. I., and in 
the 25, as WiUiam le Boteler de Warrington. He was succeeded by John his son and 
heir, who is mentioned in Dugdale's Index of Summons to have had a similar writ the 
14 Edw. II.; but his name does not appear in his text: however, whether so summoned 
or not, Dugdale makes no further mention of him, as not being reputed afterwards 
among the barons of the realm* 

BOTELER OF Overslby and Wemmb.— (24 Edw. I.) 

This family also took its name from Ralph Boteler, who filled the similar office of Bote- 
ler or Butter to Robert earl of Leicester, and was possessed of the manor of Oversley, 
in the county of Warwick. From this Ralph, through several successions, descended 

William Boteler, who being possessed of the manor of Oversley, as also of the great 
manor of Wemme in Shropshire, acquired by the marriage of one of his ancestors with 
the daughter and heiress of William Ptotulf, a great feudal baron in that county, whose 
caput baronue that manor was, had summons to parliament from the 24 Edw. L, to the 
1 Edw. IIL William his son was never summoned; but William his grandson was so in 
the 42 and 43 Edw. III. ; dying s.p.m., Elisabeth his only daughter was his heir, who 
was three times married — ^first, to Robert Ferrers — ^secondly, to Sir John Say — thirdly, 
to Thomas Molinton, but by her last two husbands does not appear to have had any 
issue. — (Vide Ferrers of Wemme.) 

The account of the descent of this family, by Dugdale, is very complicated and con- 
fused. Several MS. pedigrees, j96n^« aiuct.y are likewise far from being concordant. 
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BOTETOURT.— (1 Edw. II.) 
John de Botetoubt had summons to parliament from I to 18 Edw. II.* He married * Btum. 33 

Edw I Duffd 

Maud sister and heir to Otto, son and heir of Beatrice de Beauchamp, one of the co-heirs u^d^^ 

of the barony of Beauchamp of Bedford, which barony was holden in grand seijeanty, 

by the service of being almoner to the kings of England, on the day of their coronation.t t^^ j^ 

John de Botetourt his grandson (being son of Thomas, his eldest son, who died vi« and Eztinct 
pat) had also summons from the 16 Edw. III., to the 9 Ric. II. His mother was Joane, ^^^!*^' 
one of the daughters and co*heirs of John de Somery baron of Dudley, in virtue whereof, 
he was a co-heir of that ancient barony. He died very aged, in 1385, leaving Joice the 
wife of Hu{^ Bumelly daughter of John his eldest son, who died vt. pat, his granddaugh- 
ter and heir. But she dying s.p., the barony fell into abeyance between his three daugh- 
ters, viz : Alice, who married Kyriel ; Joice, wife first of Sir Baldwin Frevil, secondly 

of Sir Adam de Peshall ; and Catherine who married Maurice Berkeley. 

The barony thus continued in abeyance till 17^4, when it was claimed by Mr. Nor- 
bome Berkeley, descended from the said Maurice ; and after due investigation before 
the house of lords, was adjudged to him, and he had summons to parliament as baron 
Botetourt accordingly. He dying in 1776, s.p., it fell again into abeyance, and so con- 
tinued till 1803, when the abeyance was terminated in fevour of Henry fifth duke of 
Beaufort, as son and heir of Elisabeth, sister and heir of the before mentioned NoriK)me 
Berkeley, by her husband Charles fourth duke of Beaufort* 



BOTREAUX.— (42 Edw. III.) 

William Botrbaux was summoned to parliament firom the 42 of Edw. III. to the 15 
Richard II.* He was son and heir of William de Botreaux, who married Isabel^ one of 
the daughters and co-heirs of John de Mpels, a parliamentary baron, who died the 1 1 
Edw. III., leaving the said Isabel, apd Muriel the wife of Sir Thomas Couitenay, his co- 
heirs to the said barony ; from which it may be inferred, that the abeyance thereof was 
determined in favour of William Botreaux, as son and heir of Isabel, and that he had 
summons to parliament accordingly, although the writ was personal to him without 
naming the real barony of Moels therein ; and if so, Botreaux was not a creation, but a 
continuation of Moels. Whether William his son was ever summoned is uncertain ; 
unless the writ of the 15 Ric II. was addressed to him, and not to his father, as he died in 
August, and that writ was 7th September, 1391, the same year. However the said William 

» He married EUaabeth, daughter of Sir Ralph D'Aubeney. by Catherine his wife, deter and heir to Thomas 
deTwenge. 
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died in May, the year following, via. 1392, leaving a son William only five years old ; 
who on attaining his majority, was afterwards smnmoned to parliament firom the 14 Hen. 
IV. to 1 Edw. IV. He died Hie year following^ leaving Maigaret his daughter and 
heir, who styled herself Margareta Dn^a Boireauit, and married Sir Rob^ Hungerford, 
knight, by which marriage the said barony came into that family, and firom it to that of 
Hastings, earl of Huntingdon, and is now in the present marquess of Hastings^ — (Vide 
MoeU and Hungerfard* 



BOURCHIER.— (16 Edw. III.) 

RoBBRT BouROHiBB was Summoned to parliament the 16, 22, and 23 Edw. III., as 
was his son John, from the 5 Ric. II. to the 1 Hen. IV., and his son Bartholomew firom 
the 1 to the 10 Hen. IV., when he died, leaving an only daughter Elizabeth his heir, who 
married first, Sir Hugh Stafford and secondly. Sir Lewis Robessart, K. O., both which 
husbands were successively summoned to parliament without any designation, showing 
that they were summoned as barons Bourchier, — ^though it is certain that each was so 
jure uaoris They both dying s. p., the barony upon her death, in 1432, s.p., devolved 
upon 

Henry Bourchier, earl of Ewe in Normandy, great-grandson of Robert the first 
baron, by his second son WiUiam Bourchier f which Henry was stunmoned to parlia- 
ment firom the 13 to the 23 Hen. VT., sometimes as Henry Bourchier, earl of Ewe ; at 
others, as Henry Bourchier de Bourchier, or chevalier. He was however afterwards 
created viscount Bourchier, and lastly earl of Essex, whereby the barony was merged in 
the higher dignity, and so continued to the death of Henry the second earl, when it 
descended to Anne his only daughter and heir, who married William Parr, earl of Essex, 
but her issue being illegitimated by act of parliament, the barony on her decease, de- 
volved upon Walter Devercux, baron Ferrers of Chartiey, son and heir of John Devereux, 
baron Ferrers, by Cecily sister and finally heir of Henry, the second Bourchier earl of 
Essex. It is now in abeyance between the present duke of Buckingham and the mar- 
quess Townshend, the co-heirs general of Robert the last Devereux, earl of Essex, and 
co-heirs of Walter his ancestor, son of Cecily Bourchier before mentioned. 



BRADESTON.— (16 Edw. III.) 
Thomas db Bradbbton held Bradeston and other manors in Gloucestershire, temp. 



* This William Bourchier married AUanorey daughter and erentaaHy aole heir of John de Loraine ; and from that 
marriage hia deacendanti haye asanmed ^ tiUea of harona Lovaine, aa may be farther seen on reference to that article. 
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Edw* II. by knight's aervioe ; be waa swnmoned to paitiamenlv from 16 to 34 Edw. III. 
when he died^ leaving Thomas> (son of Robert hia eldest san^ who died vL pat.) his 
grandson> and heir^ but the said Thomas never had summons to parliament ; he married 
Ela daughter and co-heir (with Joane her sister^ who manned John Chidyock^) of John de 
St. Loo^ by Alioe^ his wife» daughter of John de F!ayely> of Westbury, in com. Wihs., 
and left issue an only daughter EUsabeth, his helr> who married Walter de la Pole, whose 
daughter and heir Maiigaret, became wife of Ingoldesthorpe^ whose granddaughter Isabel, 
married John Nevillj marquess of Montaoute, skin at the battle of Bamet ; by whom she 
had two sons, Qeoige and John ; and five daughters, eventually her co-heirs, wherefore 
the barony of Bradeston vested in them in abeyance. 

King Henry VIII., by act of parliament, exchanged and setded certain lands in re- 
compence to the five heirs of the marquess of Montacute, for five hundred marks per 
annum^ granted by Edw. III., to Sir Thomas of Bradeston ; who, by letters patent^ dated 
at Oryguo-upon-Oyse, 15 Octo*, 13 Edw. III., was advanced to the estate of a banneret. 
— fEs. Evident pene» Anct). 

It is to be observed that Thomas de Bradeston, was one of the triers of petitions in 
the two parliaments of 25 Edw. III. which proves his presence and sitting therein, and 
gives to the five daughters and co-heirs of the marquess of Montacute the barony as not 
affected by the attainder of their fiither, their right being acquired by descent firom their 
mother, heiress of Ingoldesthorpe, heir-general of the said Thomas de Bradeston.* V^ ^^^ 

BRADESTON and NEVILL, db Momtagu. 
Thomas de Bndestoiiy ob. 34 Edw. III.^Agnes, ob. 48 Edw. III.— JBwA. No, 18, Fm. Rot. m. 19. 

Robert, ob. vi. pat^Blanch, ob. 15 Ric. II. 
Thomas, «it. 8 at the death of huFpEla, daughter and eo-heir of John de 8t. (ioo» by 



Thomaa, «t. 8 at the death of huFpEla, daughter and eo-heir of John de 8t. ] 
grandftither,ob. 48 Edw. III. I daughter of John de Fkydey of Westbnry. 

Elisabeth, dan. and heir.^Walter de la Pole, nephew of the 1 at earl of Suffolk, and son of Sir Edmund. 

Margaret, only danghter and hejr.^^rhomaa Ingoldesthorp. 



Bdmimd, heir to his grandfirfher an^M^ohinna, danghter of John lord Tiptoft aa4 4e Bowes, 
grandmother.x-FtJe Esch. 13 Hen, ] sister of John, and annt and afteairerds co-heir of 
r/., no, 33. Ob. 35 Hen. VI. I Edward Tiptoft, earl of Worcester. 



Isabella, only daughter and heir, set. S.^John Neville, marquess of Montagu. 



BRAOSE, OP GowBB.— (22 Edw. I.) 

William db Braosb (of a different family to that of Brus, or Bruce^ which became 
kings of Scotland,) was summoned to parliament the 22 Edw. L, and afterwards from 
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the 25 Edw. I. to the 16 Edw. II. In the 29 Edw. I. he was one of the barons sum* 
moned to the parliament at Lmoohiy and then subscribed the fionous letter written to 
the pope, asserting the supremacy of En^bnd, over the realm of Scotland, being then 
denominated, WtiUebnua de Breuhasa DonUmu de Ocwer. The 35 Edw. I. he paid one 
hundred marks relief for the castle and barony of Brembie, in Sussex, and one hundred 
shillings for the land of Gower, in Wales, holden in capite, by the service of one knight's 

Edw^i ^rU^^ ^^ ^^ showing the difference between bartmy and mere mUUary senicej* dying s«p.m. 

66. his two daughters by Aliva his wife, dau^ter of Thomas de Multon, became his co-heirs, 

of which, Aliva married John de Moubray, and Joane, John (or James) de Bohun, of 
Midhurst, between whose heirs-general the barony of Braose of Oower is in abeyance, if 
the summons of Bohun the 37 Edw. III. be not considered a determination of it in his 
behalf; Moubray being a baron long before. But a writ of summons at that period, was 
certainly not then looked upon as a personal creation of a barony, descendable in blood 
to the heirs-general of the person summoned to parliament, without a territorial holding 
in capite of the crown^ either by barony, or a number of knights' fees, equivalent thereto. 
This barony of Braose of Gower has by the several printed Peerages of Collins 
and other authors, been ranked among the numerous titles of the duke of Norfolk ; but 
as appears, evidently without reason. On the death of William de Braose without issue 
male, his two daughters, the one married to Mowbray, and the other to Bohim, became, 
his co-heirs; and if it was a descendable barony, it then f$ll into abeyance between them ; 
and unless the subsequent writ of simmions to John de Bohun may be considered a de- 
termination of the abeyance, as Mowbray was a baron of long previous standing, it still 
remained so. Upon the decease of Thomas de Mowbray, duke of Norfolk, descended 
from the said John lord Mowbray, and Aliva de Braose, the moiety of Mowbray fell 
into abeyance between the two daughters and co-heiresses of the duke, whereof one 
married Sir John Howard (who was afterwards created duke of Norfolk), and the other 
married James lord Berkeley. 

From John, first Howard, duke of Norfolk, descended Edward, the eleventh duke, 
who died in 1777> 8*P*^ when whatever baronies by writ to which he was entitled, fell 
into abeyance between the two daughters and co-heiresses of lord Philip Howard, his 
brother, viz. Winifred the eldest, who married William lord Stourton ; and Anne the 
youngest, who married Robert lord Petre, so that at this time the Howard moiety of the 
baronies of Braose of Gower, and of S^;rave, do not rest in any way in tiie present duke 
of Norfolk, who derives his descent itoxa a very junior branch of the male line of the 
Howard fiunily. 
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THOMAS DE BROASE.— (16 Edw. III.) 

Willi AMj the last lord Braose, of Gower, having died, leaving only issue female, Peter, 

his brother, was his next heir male,* but he dying s.p., Thomas, the third brother, became * Dngd. Bar. 

V • 1 • !_• "1 V. i«« p* 420. 

his heir : which *^ 

Thomas de Braose had summons to parliament the 16, 22, 23, 26, and 27 Edw. IIL, 
and deceased the 35 Edw. IIL, leaving, by Beatrix, his wife, daughter of Roger Morti- 
mer, (widow of Edward, son of Thomas of Brotherton,) two sons, John, and Thomas, 
but neither of them ever had summons to parliament : of the sons 

John de Braose was twenty-two years of age at his fiather's decease ; and married 
Elizabeth, daughter of Edward de Montague, but died s.p.,t leaving Thomas, his bro* f cuni. 7Ric. 
ther and heir, which "• "^- *^- 

Thomas de Braose is stated by Dugdale to have died in his minority, leaving Joane, 
his sister and heir to his estate ; which Joane also dying issueless, ESizabeth, the wife of 
Sir William Heron, knight, came to be her heir, being daughter of Beatrix, sister to 
Thomas, father of Thomas, brother of her, the said Joane de Braose ; which Beatrix 
married William lord Say, and had issue Elizabeth, his daughter and heir, who married 

the said Sir William Heron4 ^ Viae Say. 

In this instance the barony became extinct, although Dugdale states the succession 
as above mentioned, and makes Peter de Braose to have died 8.p., leaving Thomas, his 
brother and heir ; yet from the following pedigree, it will be seen, that Thomas was son 
of Peter, and not brother. In point of baronial interest, the difference is not material ; 
it only shows the conflicting authorities respecting this once eminent and ancient baro- 
nial family. 

BROASB OF OOWER. 

Isabel de ClaKi^^iK^Iliam de Broaae, lord of Gowery^Agnes de Moelty^Mary de Rom, ob. 19 Edw. lh^-B$ek, «. 
(let. wife). I ob. 19 Edw. I.— Orty. Ho/. 3 4* 6. I (2nd. wife). f 89, and 90. (3rd. wife). 

JT^^'^J '^=^ ' 

liam- 



Afiya Oilet Broaae, ^. . Margaret. — 1. Peter, ob. 4^.. 2. Richard, ob. 3. Wil- ^Eleanor, d. 



deMnl- of Woodlands, 
ton. CO. Dorset. 



SiekMSdnf. EAwAL-Baek, 24 Edw. I. a.p. liam, ob. 
7. A. 68. bBdwJLn.27.\ Orig, Rot, 6. 33Edw.I. 



ofSirRoger 
Bavent. 



Alira, mar. lit. Joane, John de Thomas, «t.26, atthe^BeatriceMor- Peter, John, of JohndeBroase, 

John de Mod- m. John Braose, death of BCary his gr.- 

bray, 2ndl7, Sir de Bo- ob. mother ; ob. 35 Edw. 

Rich. Peshale. hnn. s. p. m. III.— AcA. «. 39. 



timer. — CUnu, ob. Legh, of Westneston, 
II BdwML in s.p. in co. co. Sussex. 
dom, m. 27. Surrey. 



1. John, mar. Elisabeth, d. of Edward Mon- 2. Thomas, ob. 19 Ric.^Margaret Bea-^Wm. de Eliizabeth, 
tagne, ob. s.p., 7 Ric. II.«— f'CSmt. m, 23J, Ih^Oma. m,l9J. \ trice. | Say. Joane, i.p. 

I I ^ I I 

Thomas, ob. s.p.— (TZsiis. Joane, ob. circ. 19 Ric. II., leaving Elis. Heron, John,diedyottng Elis. m. Ist. Fal- 

7 Rie, XT. m. 23J. herconsin her heir.— fCtovf. RieM. m. 13). 6 Ric. II. lesly; 2. Herpn. 
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BRAY.— (21 Hbn. VIXL) 

Sib Edmund Bbay, knt, was summoned to parliament from the 21 to the 28 Hen. 
VIII. His son John had also summons from the 37 Hen. VIII. to the 2 of queen Maiy^ 
but died s.p.^ leaving his six sisters his co-heirs^ and the barony in abeyance between 
them. Of these ladies, Anne married George Brooke^ lord Cobham ; Elizabeth was 
wife first of Sir Ralph Vemey, secondly of Richard Catesby^ and thirdly of William Clark 
esq. ; Fridiswide married Sir Perciyal Hart, knt; Mary, Sir Robert Peckham ; Dorothy • 
married first Edmund Bridges lord Chandoz, secondly William lord Knollys, K.G. ; 
and Frances was wife of Thomas Lifield, of the county of Surrey, esq. 

From the death of John, the second lord Bray, the barony remained dormant, till it 
was lately claimed by Mrs. Otway Cave, descended from Elizabeth, who married Sir 
Ralph Vemey, who having established her descent before the lords' committees for pri- 
vileges, her majesty queen Victoria was pleased to detibrmine the abeyance in her favour, 
in September 1839. 

The barony being thus revived, an account of it may be found in the printed Peer- 
ages of the day, and in such respect is not necessary to be here farther entered into. 
The lady was very fortunate in her obtainment of it, when there were so many co-heirs 
of high distinction equal competitors in point of descent But there is a time and sea- 
son for all things. 

BROMFLETE.— (27 Hbn. VI.) 

Henry, son and heir of Sir Thomas Bromflete, by Anastatia, daughter and heir of Sir 
Edward St. John, by Anastatia his wife, daughter and co-heir of William de Aton,* was 
summoned to parliament the 27 Hen. VI. by a special writ directed ^ Henrico Bramflet 
JMtli/i Domino de Veasy/^ with limitation of that honour to the heirs male of his body, 
being the first and only instance of such a kind of writ. He was further summoned to the 
6 of Edw. XV. Dying s.p.m. the barony became extinct: but leaving an only daughter 
Margaret his heiress, whatever interest was in him as to the barony of Aton, descended to 
her. She was twice married, first, to John lord Clifford ; and secondly, to Sir Lancelot 
Threlkeld, knt., by both of which husbands she had issue, but in the heir^eneral of the 
first the baronial interest is vested ; the principal representative of which is the present 
baroness de Clifford. But the barony of Aton still remains in abeyance between the 
heirs of the three daughters of the last baron de Aton. 

* The writ of tiie fint banm de Aton waft penoaal, witlioat any referanoeto the barony of de Veacy ; for though 
he was found heir to certahi lands of that barony, he was not heir to any barony created by writ of summons. — fVide 
Attm and de Vetey. 



«i 
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PETER DE BRUS.— (45 Hen. III.) 

Peter db Brus, the last baron of Skelton^ had summons to that parliament convened 

to meet in London the 45 Hen. III.,* but died in 1271, the 56 Hen. III., before any * Claws. Rot. 

regular writs of summons are upoit record ; not having any issue his four sisters were 

his co-heirs.t Of these, Margaret married Robert de Ross, or Roos ; Agnes, Walter de t Dorm, and 

Fauconberge; Lucia, Marmaduke de Twenge ; and Laderina, John de Bella-Aqua; under yql i. 

which respective titles their descendants may be seen, having all had summons to 

parliament. 



BRUS, OF Ann AND ale. — (23 Edw. I.) 

Robert de Brus was summoned to parliament the 23, 24, and 25 Edw. I. He was 
of the line of Annandale, but died 32 Edw. I., without issue, leaving Robert his brother^ 
earl of Carrick, his heir, who reviving the family claim to the throne of Scotland, was 
afterwards crowned king, and thus terminated the Brus connection as among the barons 
of England. 

Mr. Hornby having been very severe in his remarks upon Dugdale's account of this 
great house of Brus, their statements are here given for the better illustration of their 
respective assertions. 

BRUS, ACCOBOINO TO DUODALI. 

Robert de Bnu came in with the conqueror and died in 1141, being 75 yean after.^Agnes Paynel. 

1. Adam, of Skelton, ob. 1162. Robert, the lat of Annandale, qb. 1199, being 133 years after the conqiie8t.y. . 

William, ob. 1216.=p 

Rooert, ob. 36 Hen. III., 1252.^l8abel, second daughter of David, earl of Huntingdon. 

Isabel, daughter of Gilbert de Clare,^RoDert de Brus the Compe-=j^rhe countess of Carrick, named Martha, widow 
earl of Glouoester. 



r 



titor, ob. 1295. I of Adam de Kilconath. 

_ I — t: r .-. . - 



Robert de Brus, ob. 1304, s. p. Robert de Brus, earl of Carrick, and afterwards king of Soots. 



BRUS, ACOOBDING TO HoANBT. 

Robert Brus, a Norman, 1066, at which time he came over with '^l^lliam the Conqueror.^. 



Robert Brus, ob. 1141.^Agnes, daughter of Fulk and granddaughter of Ralph Paynell. 



Adam, of Skelton, — (his issue not continued.) Eufemia,=r=Robert Bruce, (the first) of Annandale, ob. 1199. 

1. Robert, mar. Isabel, natural dau. of William, k. of the Scots, ob. tL pat. s. p. 2. William, ob. 17 k. John, 1216 .=?=. . 

Robert Brus, (the second) of Annandale, ob. drc. 30 Hen. III., 1252.=rlnbel, dan. of David, eail of Huntingdon. 

a 
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Robert,* the competitor, ob. 1295, bur.^Isabel, danghtei of Gilbert de Clare, earl of Gloooester, 
at Giabume, near bis father. J bom 1226, married 1240. 



Chriatian, married Robert, earl of Carrick,nFMargaret, daughter and heir of Niel, Bernard Bma, 

Patrick, earl of jure nxoria, obiit 32 of I earl of Cairick, widow of Adam of Conington. 

Bonbar & March. £dw. I. de Kilconath. 



laabel, daughter of Donald,^Robert, king of^Mary, dangh. of Aymer de Edward, Niel, Nine danghtera. 
earl of Mar. (Ist wife). J Sooti, ob. 1329. j Burgh, earl of Ulster. (2 w). Iliomaa, Alexander. 

Margery, married Walter Stuart, High Steward of Scotland. Dayid Brua, king of Scots, ob. a. p. 1371. 



* QtHBTV a wife ChrUtiaiui, who farriTed himl zuuned in Bmnit's Cmnbeziand, (toL ii. p. 198), widow of Thomas Lascelles, and 
daughter of — — — Irebj. 



BRYAN.— (24 Edw. III.) 

The early part of the genealogy of this feunily is very contradictorily given in the seve- 
ral pedigrees relating to it ; but as no parliamentary barony was acquired by it before the 
reign of Edw. III., it is not necessary to endeavour to reconcile the discordant state- 
ments. 

Guy de Brian, son and heir of a preceding Ouy, was first summoned to parliament 

* E8ch.i4Bic. the 24 Edw. III., and from thence to the 13 Ric. II., the year after which he died.* 
'' ^' ' During his life he was a very eminent and distinguished person and military commander, 
was created a knight of the garter by king Edw. the III., and was in great favour with 
that warlike monarch. He had issue a son Sir Guy de Bryan, junr., who died in his 
lifetime, leaving two daughters his co-heirs, and co-heirs to their grandfather the baron at 
the lime of his death, the 14 Ric. II. Of these daughters, Philippa the eldest, married 
first, John, son of Sir John Devereuz, knt. ; and secondly. Sir Henry le Scrope, knt., but 
had no issue. Elizabeth, the youngest daughter, married Robert, son of Sir John Lovel, 

t Dug. Btf . imf between which daughters the estates were divided.t 

Vol. iL, p. 

153-3. Here it is to be observed, that Sir Ghiy de Bryan the baron had two sisters, viz. 

Elizabeth, who married Robert Fitz-Pain ; and Philippa, who wedded Sir John Chandos, 
neither of whom could have any pretension to the barony, as not being descended from 
the baron ; as such, the at^buting the barony of Bryan to the Percy fEunily is errone- 
ous ; and consequently it cannot be vested in the duke of Northumberland, though 
flatteringly ascribed to him by various peerage writers : but even had the barony been one 
descendable to the house of Percy, it would have been forfeited by the attainder of Thomas 
the seventh earl of Northumberland ; and if not forfeited, would, with the barony of Percy 
and other baronies, have fallen into abeyance between his five daughters and co-heiresses, 

t Tide Pwcy. f^^ ^^^g q£ ^ijich ^e present duke is descended*! 
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Guy de Bryan.^ 



Sir Guy, K. G., summoned tonpElinbetfa, daughter of '^^Uiam, Elisabeth, married Fhilippa,^ mar- 



parliament 24 Edward III., 
ob. 14 Richard II. 



earl of Samm, widow of Hugh Robert de Grey, ried Sir John 

le Despenaer. alias Fitz-Fain. Chandos. 



Sir Uuy de Bryan junior, ob. ▼i.=pAlice, daughter and William, s. p. Philip, s. p. 

pat.~Wm proved 31 Mai«h,1386, j heir of Sir Robert Ob. Titft Alice, widow of Sir Guy de BrjvUf 

by Alice Mb widow. I de Bures.^ junior. — Vide Bach, 13 Hen. VL 

Philippa, St. 12, married Ist, John Deverenz ; 2nd, Sir Hen. le Scrope, s. p. Elizabeth," et. 9.=T=K'<>^rt Lord. 

Sir Richard Stafford. (Ist h).=f=Mand, dau. and heir. Will dated 11 May, 1436.<i Sr^ohn, eari of Arundel. (2nd h). 

Amida or Avicia, married James, earl of Humphrey, earl of ATida, married Sir James 

Ormond and Wilts, s. p. Arundel, s. p. Ormond, knt., s. p. 

» There is laid to have been aaother lister Maig»ret, who m^rzied John Erleigh, probably of the half blood. 

b Her portnitore in braai, in Aketon ehnrefa, in oo. Buff. Ob. 7 March, 13 Hen. VL, Elinbeth, late wife of Robert LoTel, her heir, 
Bt 48.— Jnf. al GUme, 

c CaUed Alida in Eech. 35 Hen. YI., No, 18. 

d In her win dated 11 May, 1436, she mentions Hnraphrey her son ; and leases to Jitiee, her daughter, wills of Sir James Ormond. 
knight, her IVench book, and desired to be buried in the Abbey of Abbotsbury.— Lodge, in his Peerage of Ireland, says that James But- 
ler, earl of Ormond and Wiltshire, married to his first wife Aritia, daughter to John earl of Anmdel, heir to her brother Humphrey ; 
and to his second, Atida, daughter of Sir Biohard Staflbrd, a great heiress. 



BULLEN.— (7 Hbn. VIII.) 

Thomas^ son of Sir William Bullen^ (or Boleyne) of Blickling in tihe county of Norfolk^ 
by Margaret, daughter and co-heir of Thomas Butler, earl of Ormond, who firom the 11 
Hen. VII. to the 6 Hen. VIII. had been summoned to parliament among the barons of 
England, by the designation of Thomas Ormond de Roc^ord, Cheif, and grandson of Sir 
Geoffirey Bullen, (Lord Mayor of London) by Anne his wife, one of the daughters and 
co-heirs of Thomas lord Hoo, and Hastings ;* had summons to parliament among the * p^.^ q^^ 
barons of the reahn the 7 Hen. VIII. by the title of Thomas BuOen de Ormond Chet^. ▼oi- u. p. 306. 
In the 21 of the same reign he had summons as Thomas visooimt Rochford, and in the 
25 Hen. VIII. as Thomas earl of Wilt8hire,t the king haying created him earl of Wilt- ^ jy^^ j^^ 
shire to the heirs male of his body, and of Ormond to his heirs general.t ±R!t°2i H 

He married Elizabeth, daughter of Thomas duke of Norfolk, and died the 30 Hen. YIII., p. 2. 
VIII.5 haying had issue George yiscount Rochford, his only son and heir apparent 3 
Anne, the unfortunate wife of king Hen. the VIII. ; and Mary, who married William 
Carey> esq., who by her was &ther of Henry, created lord Hunsdon by his cousin 
queen Elizabeth. 

George yiscount Rochford was one of the most accomplished noblemen of the court, 
and had summons to parliament in the lifetime of his father^ but fell a yictim with 
his sister queen Anne to the sanguinary jealousy of the libidinous king. He was com- 
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mitted to the tower the 2nd of May^ arrainged and beheaded the 17th of the same month, 
anno 1536. He married Jane, daughter of Henry, eldest son and heir apparent of Henry 
Parker lord Morley, a most infamous woman, but died without issue, leaving his father 
to lament in deep sorrow, and melancholy, the execrable immolation of his two accom- 
plished children. 

Sir Geoffrey BnUen, lord Mayoi^Anne, eldeit daughter and co-heir of Thomas lord Hoo and Hastings, 
of London, anno 1458. ] and only daughter by Elizabeth his second wife. 

Sir WUliam, ob. 1505, baried in Norwich cathedral by the^Margaret, sister and at length oo-heir to James Butler, 
side of Anne his mother. I earl of Ormond and Wiltshke. 

Sir Tho. Bullen, created earl of Wiltshire & Ormond, ob. 1538.=pElizabeth, dan. of Thomas Howard, duke of Norfolk. 

George viscount Rochford, beheaded 17 May, Anne, bdieaded^King Henry Mary =r^illiam Carey, 

1536, vi. pat., ob. s. p. fi. pat. | VIII. BnUoi. J armiger. 

Z J 

, only child, queen of Henry, created Baron Hunsdon, ob. 1596,^Anne, daughter of Sir lliomas 

England, obiit innupt. buried in Westminster Abbey. | Morgan, knight. 

I ' I 

George, 2nd baron Hunsdon, ob. 1603.=r=Elizabeth, daughter of Sir John Spencer of Althorp, knt. Other issue. 

Elizabeth, only daughter and heir.n^Thomas, son and heir apparent of Henry lord Berkeley. 

A quo the present earl of Berkeley, heir-general of the body of Sir Thomas Bulleui earl of Wiltshire and Ormond, 
and baron Bullen de Ormond. 



Elizabeth 



BULMER.— (16 Edw. III.) 

Ralph de Bulmeb^ son of John de Bulmer^ by Theophania his wife, one of the daugh- 
ters and co-heirs of Hugh de Morewyke, reputed a baron in the county of Northumber- 
land, had summons with the earls and barons, equis et armis, to a great council at New- 
castle-upon-Tjrne, the 1 Edw. III., and after to several parliaments from the 16th to the 

* Dugd. Bar. ^^^^ ^^ ^^ ssme reign ;* he died the 31 Edw. III., leaving 

ttkd Lists of Ralph Bulmer, his son and heir, aged sixteen, who the 86 Edw. III. making proof 

of his age, and performing his homage, had livery of his lands, but died about four years 
after, the 40 Edw. III., without having been called to parliament, leaving his wife Mar- 
garet surviving, and Ralph his son and heir little more than twelve months old ; but 
neither he, nor any more of the family ever had summons to parliament, though the male 
line long continued, till Sir John Bulmer, who was concerned in the pilgrimage of grace, 
was attainted ;^ but Sir Ralph his son, was restored, which 

Sir Ralph Bulmer married Anne, daughter and heir of Sir Thomas Tempest of 
Brough, and died leaving only female issue, seven or eight daughters, whereof he only 

» He was hung at Tybume, and his wife burnt in Smithfield. — (Vide P. T%yim^9 Chrwiiele,) 
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acknowledged three^ viz: Joan^ who married Francis Cholmley, of Roxby^ s.p. ; Frances^ 
who married Constable, of Cliffe, and had issue ; and Milicent, who wedded Tho- 
mas Grey of Barton ; but the other daughters, Hutchinson in his History of Durham 
asserts, he would not acknowledge. 



BURGH.— (1 Edw. III.) 

William db Buboh had summons to a parliament to be holden at York, the 1 Edw. 
III., and to another parliament in the following year,* but never after, nor any of his * p^. j^g^ 
descendants, if he left issue ; but who he was no mention is made by Sir William Dug- 
dale, in his Baronage, the name only appearing in his Lists of Summons. 

On referring to the account of the De Burgh family in Lodge's Irish Peerage, it is 
stated that Richard de Burgh, second earl of Ulster, by Margaret his wife, daughter to John 
de Burgh, baron of Lanvallei (son of John, son of John, son of Hubert de Burgh, earl of 
Kent,) had five sons, whereof William the fifth son died after the year 1337, which leads 
to a surmise that he might be the William summoned in the 1 and 2 Edw. III., annis 
1327-8. William de Burgh, his nephew, (son of his elder brother John, who died vitft 
patris earl Richard,) became the third earl. He was bom in 1312, so that he could not 
be above fifteen years old at the date of those summonses, a period rather too early to 
suppose they were addressed to him ; yet Lodge says, he was knighted at London on 
Whitsunday, 1328, and the next year sat in the parliament holden in Dublin. He was 
assassinated in June 1333, being then only twenty-one years of age. His mother was 
Elizabeth, third daughter of Gilbert de Clare, earl of Gloucester, by Joane of Acre, his 
second wife, daughter of king Edw. I., so that he was nearly allied to king Edw. III., and 
in such respect might obtain so premature a mark of honour. 



BURGH, OR BOROUGH.— (3 Hen. VII). 

Thomas Burgh, or Borough, (son of Thomas by Elizabeth his wife, one of the daugh- 
ters and co-heirs of Sir Henry Percy, ^son of Sir Thomas Percy by Elizabeth his wife 
daughter and co-heir to David de Strabolgi, earl of Atholf in Scotland)^ was summoned ^ yi^e Athol. 
to parliament the 3 Hen. VII., as Thomas Burgh, Chevalier, and had further summons to 
the 11 Hen. VII., shortly after which he died. Edward his son and heir does not appear 
to have had the like summons. He married Anne, daughter and co-heir to Thomas lord 

A By this alliance the manor of Gainsboroagh came to the Percy family ; and from thence to the Burgh's or 
Boitmgh's. 
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* Vide Banks' Cobham, of SterboTongh, and thereby acquired to his heirs a claim to that barony ; * by 
Bar., Tol. i. p. her he had issue Thomas, the next baron, summoned to parliament from the 21 Hen. 
270. VIII to the 6 Edw. VI., whose son William succeeded to the barony, and was summoned 

frt)m the 1 queen Mary to the 1 queen Elizabeth. Thomas his son was summoned 
from the 5 to the 39 queen Elizabeth. Robert his son and heir dying young left his 
sisters his co-heirs, and the baronies of Cobham of Sterborough and of Burgh have ever 
since remained in abeyance between their descendants. Of these sisters, Elizabeth mar- 
ried George fourth son of the lord Cobham, and is represented by the heirs-general of 
Alice Brooke, who married Sir William Boothby ; Anne married Sir Drew Drury ; and 
Frances, Francis Coppinger, Esq., whose descendant sometime since took the name of 
Burgh by royal license ; and Catherine married Thomas Knevet, esq., represented by 
the present lord Bemers and the other co-heirs of that barony. 

It is here to be remarked, that Dugdale asserts that Thomas, the fourth lord Bo- 
rough, married EUizabetii, daughter of Sir David Owen, and in the 34 Hen. VIII. obtained 
a special act of parliament to bastardize her issue, as being begotten by some other per- 
son, but on referring to the act, it appears that they were described as the children of 
Sir Thomas Borough, then deceased, thereby manifesting that it was his eldest son Tho- 
mas, who died in his lifetime, who married the said Elizabeth, and not he himself; the 
object therefore of the act was to bar the succession of the said children upon his decease. 



BURGHERSH-— (32 Edw. I.) 

RoBEBT DE BuBOHBBSH, Warden of the Cinque Ports, temp. Edw. I., had summons to 
parliament the 32 and 33 of that reign, if they are to be considered regular writs. He 
died the following year, leaving Stephen his son and heir, who never was summoned. 

Bartholomew Buighersh, son of Stephen, married Elizabeth, one of the daughters 
and co-heirs of Theobald de Verdon, a very great and powerful baron, and thereby 
brought into his family a co-inheritance to that title. He had smnmons to parliament 
from the 4th to the 28 Edw. HI. He was succeeded by his son and heir, another Bar- 
tholomew, who had summons only in the 41 and 42 Edw. III., and died the year follow- 
ing, leaving Elizabeth, his sole daughter and heir, married to Edward lord Le Despenser, 
with which barony that of Burghersh thereby became united ; but as the barony of Le 
Despenser became afterwards attainted, all the other dignities united in it were forfeited, 
and unless there was a reversal of the attainder, they, strictly speaking, now remain so 
extinguished. — (Vide Despenser.) 

The barony of Burghersh, now in the earl of Westmorland, was not created by writ, 
but by patent, with limitation to issue male. 
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Though Stephen has been made the &ther of the first Bartholomew de Burghersh, 
by following Dugdale's account of the family^ there is reason to believe the subsequent 
descent is the most correct. 

Robert de Burgherah.— EfcA. 34 Edw. L n. 41. -i 

I I I II 

Stqphen, son and heur, «t. 23, 34 Edw. Bartholomew, Bnmmoxied to Henry, bishop of Lincoln, s. p. Robert. 

I., ob. 3 Edw. III.— JZfcA. n. 41. -i parliament 4 Edw. III. JBfcA. 15 Edw. HI, «. 39. John. 

Walter de Pavelej, ob. 1 Edw. III. — Bick. ». 5.^B&and Baighersh, dan. and heir of Stephen.^^1ioma8 de Aldon. 

Walter de Pkveley, st. 8, 1 Edw. III., oonsin and heir of Itiomas de Aldon, heir to Waller de 

Henry Bishop of Lincoln, (i. e. great nephew).-i FiSTeley, of the lands of Bnrghersh. 

Walter F&Teley. ob. s. p., 4 Bie. II. 

Besides Bartholomew de Burghersh, before noticed, there was a Robert de Burgh- 
ersh, probably brother to Bartholomew, and to Henry the bishop, at whose feet he was 
buried in Lincoln cathedral. He had a son Bartholomew, buried at Lincoln, where they 
founded a grammar school for five priests, and five poor scholars. There was likewise an 

Henry de Burghersh, aimight in the 21 Edw. III.,* who married Isabel, one of the * Dngd. Bar. 
sisters and co-heirs of Edmund de St. John, of Basing in com. Southampton, and died ^ * ' ^' 
the 23 Edw. III., leaving Bartholomew his brother and heir, est. 26, and Isabel his wife 
surviving, who afterwards married Lucas de Poynings. 

Of this family, (continues Dugdale)t was John de Burghersh, who married Maud, f ibid. 

one of the daughters and heirs of Edmund Bacon of , in com. Essex, and died before 

the 31 Edw. III., leaving a son John, then in minority, who claimed to be cousin and heir 
to William de Kerdeston, his grandfather ; but this claim being controverted by William 
de Kerdeston as son and heir of the said William, he the son prevailed therein. This 

John died circ. 19 Ric. II., leaving by Ismania his wife, daughter of Hanham, in 

com. Glouc. two daughters his co-heirs, viz. Maud, who married Sir John Grrenevil, knt. ; 
and secondly. Sir John Arundel; and Maud the wife of Thomas Chaucer. But none of 
this line of Burghersh had ever summons to parliament. 



BURNELL.— (5 Edw. II.) 

Edward, son of Philip Bumell, of a very ancient family, was summoned to parliament 
from the 5 to the 8 Edw. II., and died the following year s.p., leaving Maud, then the 
wife of John de Handle, (and widow of John Lovel of Tichmersh) his sister and heir, 
on whom he settled his baronial lands, and whose descendants thereupon assumed the 
name of Bumell.t t "^^ Handlo 
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HANDLO BURNELL.— Second Baeony.— (24 Edw. III.) 

Nicholas^ second surviving son of John de Handlo and Maud Bumell his wife took 
the surname of Bumell^ and by that title had summons to parliament from the 24 Edw. 
* Dug. Bar. HI. to the 6 Ric. II., when he died, leaving Hugh his son and heir, cet, 36 ;* which 
Vol. u. p. 62. Hugh, second baron Bumell, had summons from the 7 Ric II. to 4he 8 Hen. V., 
t Ibid. in which year he died. He married, according to Dugdale, t Joice, daughter of John 
Botetourt, grandchild and heir of Sir John Botetourt, and had issue a son Edward,* who 
died in his lifetime, leaving by Alice, daughter of lord Strange, three daughters, co- 
heirs to their grandfather, viz. Joice, aet. 24, who married Thomas Erdington, junr. ; 
Catharine, cet. 14, who married Sir John Ratcliffe ; and Margaret, «t, 11, who became 
the wife of Edmund, son of Sir Walter Hungerford, of Down Ampney, knt., of which 
Edmund descended the family of Dunch, hereafter mentioned. 



BURNELL.— Thied Baeony.— 1658. 

Feom the time of tiie death of Hugh lord Bumell, the 8 Hen. V., the barony remain- 
ed in abeyance, till in 1658, its name was revived in the person of Edmund Dunch, 
who married Bridget, sole daughter and heir of Sir Anthony Hungerford, of Down Amp- 
ney, in the county of Wilts, lineal heir of the body of Edmund Hungerford, who married 
Margaret, one of the three granddaughters and co-heirs of Hugh the last lord Bumell. 
This 

Edmund Dunch was son and heir of Sir William Dunch, by Mary, youngest 

X Noble'i daughter of Sir Henry Cromwell, grandfather to the protector Oliver,]: by which alliance 

wdlFam.yoL ^^ ''^^^^ nearly related to him, and much beloved and respected by him. The protector 

U., p. 195. created him baron Bumell, of East Wittenham, in the county of Berks,^ to his heirs 

male for ever, teste 26 April, 1658 ; a tide to which his wife had an unexceptionable 

daim, and as such the creation was not a disparagement to Cromwell's conferring on him 

the dignity, any more than that of creating colonel Charles Howard, baron of GiUesland 

and viscount Morpeth. After the restoration he had expected his patent to have been 

confirmed, but his influence was not like that of the Colonel, who was re-created into the 

> In the claim of Mr. Norborne Berkeley to the barony of Botetonrt, it leema to have been there oonridered 
that this Joioe Botetonrt died 8.p., so that Edward mnit have been a son of Hngh lord Bnmell by some other wifbi 
for otherwise he wonld have had a preferable claim to that of Mr. Norborne Berkeley. 

^ His seat was not at East, but at Little Whittenham, at which place are many monuments of the fiunily. 
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same Cromwellian honours. The name of his son Hungerford Dunch^ was however set 

down for a knight of the Royal Oak, had that institution taken place.* * Bcnkt's 

Hon* Aofljlic. 

In considering the legality of the peerages created by Cromwell^ much observation 
may be made. It has ever been deemed a vested power in the sovereign defactotf to t Act of Pari, 
create honours ; and incumbent on the people to obey the ruling prince, in possession of 
the goyemmeot. The kings Henry IV., V., and VI., were usurpers ; they were declared 
so by parliament, and they were attainted :% but the titles conferred by them were never t Prynne's 
declared void. Richard IIL was an usurper, but he created John lord Howard, duke of Tower Recordi 
Norfolk; and his son, earl of Surrey. King William III., was not king de jure of in- 
heritance, he was merely so by the force which compelled king James to retire ; yet he 
conferred numerous honours remaining at thb day. Upon a parity of alignment, or rea- 
soning, it may be asked, if the restoration of Cha. II. cancelled all the acts of prerogative 
power, which Cromwell as protector of the Commonwealth of England was duly autho- 
rised to exercise, what would be the consequence of re-action upon the restoration of the 
right heirs of the Stuart family ? The government was conferred upon Cromwell by the 
people, the fountain of power ; but the so doing has been called rebellion, and that great 
man an usurper. Admitting this to be true, what then was the revolution of 1688 ? The 
term may sound better than rebellion, yet in act and fact, the one is synonymous with 
die other, and the same opprobrious denomination of usurper respectively 
However what is in the womb of time no one can tell or forsee. 



BUBNBLL BABONY. 
Philip Banell, ob. 22 E4w. I.^Bfand, dmightor of Bichaid, earl of Anmdel. 

Edward Buniall, fmnmoiied to John do Handlo,^Maxid Bnmdl, aiater and hdi^pJohn Jjawd, of Tichmerih, 

parUanMBt 5 Bdw. II., ob. a.p. (iscoiid hna.) i to her brother Bdward. I (tat hMband.) 

I ' 1 * ' I 

1. Biehard, ob. n. pat. 2. Nicholaa took the namo of BnmeU ; summoned;^ lane. 

(Vid€HaMdh.J to parlianiflnt, 24 Edw. III., ob. 6 Bleb. II. I (Viie Lovii.J 

Bntjtk Bomeil, ob. 8 Hen. V.^oioe de Botatonit. 

I ' ' 4k 

Edward, ob. vi. pat^^ABoe dang^iter of -^» Loid Strioge. ^ 



Jdoe, dau^ter and oo-heir, at. Catherine, ct. 14 ; mar. Sir John Maifaret, «t 11 ; married Edmnnd, aon 
04; mar. Aoa. Efdi^;toB, jnr. Batcliib, fVUk FUs-WaUtr.) of Mr Walter Huifeifbrd. (Vii» Tak.%.) 



TABLE U. 
Edmnnd owwenovda^Miinavat Bimell* 



Sir Themaa, aon and heir, ob. ISSS.^ChrialiBn, dan^tar of John Hall, of SaHahnry. 
Sir John, etdeat son, ob. tI. pot=pMargaret BUmnt, of Mangotdield, conntj of Gkmoeiter. 

Sir Anthony, eUeat aon, ob. 1559.nrJane DarelL 



TOL. I. U 
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Sir John, eLdett ion, ob. IftSS.^Bridget Fettyplace. 

Sir Antiumy, ddetfc son, ob. 1589.^Briilget, dan|;liter of Sir John Shelly. 

I 
Sir John, eldeit ton, ob. 1634.=f=Mary, daughter of Sir Bichard Berkelej. 

Sir Anthony, eldest Bon. ob. 1637.=7:E]iaabeth, daughter of Sir Thomaa Lacy. 

Bridget Hnngerford, only d. &h.^EdmQnd Dunch, or. baron Bornell, of Wittenham, oo. Berks, ob. 24 Ang. 1678. 

Hnngerford Dunch, son and heir, ob. 1680.yCatharine , ob. 4 Sept. 1697. (celled the Lady Catharine.) 

Rdmnnd Dnnch, ^Elisabeth, daughter of Colonel Godfirey, by Arabella 
ob. 31 May 1719. I ChnrchhiU, aiater to John, Doke of Biarlborongh. 

1 . Eliabedi, mar. Sir John Ozenden, 2. Harriet, mar. Robert, 3. Catherine, 4« Arabella, mar. Edw. lliomp- 
of Dean, in l^nngham, co. Kent, bart. Doke of Manchester. died yoong. son, of Martton, oo. York, esq. 

N.B.— 1, 8, 4. See these dsnghten named in the JournsU of the Hoote of Lords, VoL zzi., p. 170. 



BUTLER OP SUDLBY,— (ViDB SUDLBY.) 

Sir William Dugdalb in his Baronage, asserts that William Boteler, or Butler, who 
married Joan, sister and heir to John lord Sudley had summons to parliament the 42 
and 43 Edw. III. ; but on referring to the List of Summonses, it appears that it was his 
half brother William Boteler, of Wemme, who was summoned in those years, and conse- 
quently that he never was at all summoned. This William, by the said Joan Sudley, his 
wife, had issue a son 

Thomas Boteler, who the 4 Ric. IL, making proof of his age, had livery of the lands 
of his mother's inheritance ; but was never summoned to parliament ; he died the 22 
Ric. II., leaving 

John Boteler, his son and heir, wh6 never had summons, and dying s.p., was suc- 
ceeded in the inheritance by his brother 

Ralph Boteler, who became a person of great eminence in his time, so much so, 

that in September, the 20 Hen. VI., he was created a baron of the realm, by the title of 

lord Sudley, of Sudley, in the county of Oloucester, to hold to himself, and the heirs 

* F^. Rot. 20 11^^® o' ^^ body.* Although a strenuous supporter of the House of Lancaster, yet upon 

Hen. VI. m. ^^ fyji ^f jjen. VI., he obtained so much favour from king Edw. IV., as to have the 

28, p. 1. ^ • , ® 

t Rot. Pat. 1 king's letters patent to excuse him from attending parliament during his lifcf But 

^24^^^' afterwards the king caused him to be attached and brought to London, when it is asserted 

Rot. Pkffi.Vol. that as he was on his way, he looked back from a hill upon Sudley castle, and exclaimed 

" Sudley castle thou art the traitor not /.'^ Dying without surviving issue, his barony by 

patent became extinct : but whatever claim he might have to the ancient barony of 
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Sttdley by writ, descended upon his sisters and co-heirs, whereof Elisabeth married 
Sir Henry Norbury, and Joan, the other, Hamon Belknap, esq. 

He had two sons, of which Ralph died young ; and Thomas married Eleanor, daugh- 
ter of John Talbot, first earl of Shrewsbury, but died vi. pat s.p., leaving the lady Elea- 
nor, his wife surviving, who was the lady which king Ric. III. pretended his brother 
Edw. IV. had been married to before, and at the same tune that he contracted himself 
to the lady Elizabeth Grey. 



BUTLER, OF MoBE Pabk.— (31 Cab. II.) 

Thomas, eldest son of James Butler, first duke of Ormond, was summoned to pariiament 
SI Car. IL, as baron Butler, of More Park, in the county of Hertford. He died vi. pat, 
leaving James, his son and heir, who succeeded his grand&ther as second duke of 
Ormond, in 1688, and was afterwards attainted in 17I^> when all his honours became 
forfeited. 



CAILLI.— (2 Edw. II.) 

Thomas iib Cailli was summoned to parliament the 2, 3, and 4 Edw. IL, and dying 
j€i jtu^c, the 10 Edw. IL, s.p.7 the barony, if any was created by the said writs of summons, 
^^ ?^ became extinct He was the son of Sir Osbert de Cailli, by Emme, eldest sister and 
co-heir to Robert de Tatshall, and thereby obtained the manor of Buckenham in Nor- 
folk, which had come to the Tatshall &mily^ by marriage with one of the four co-heirs 
of Hugh, the last Albini earl of Arundel.— ^Fiife TaUhaU.) 



CAMOIS.— (49 Hbn. III.) 

Ralph db Camois was summoned to that parliament which was called in the king's 
name by Simon de Montfort, the 49 Hen. HI. ; but this summons cannot be esteemed 
the creation of any descendable barony, for it did not comprehend the chief body of the 
earls and barons, but only a few, and those not the king's friends. John his son and 
lunr never had summons ; but Ralph de Camois, his son, had summons from 7 Edw. IL, 
to the 9 Edw. III. Thomas son of Ralph never was summoned, whose son and heir 
apparent, Ralph, died xi. pai. Thus there was a dormancy from 9 Edw. IIL, to the 7 
Ric. IL, when 
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Thomas de Camois^ son of John, represented to be second son to Ralph, snmmoned 
the 7 Edw. II., was called to parliament, and had summons from the said f Ric IL, to 
the 8 Hen. V. ; whidi, if a creation at all, must be considered as one de now, for there 
is no proof of a sitting in the person of his grandbther Ralph, summoned the 7 Edw. 
II., whose son was never at all summoned. 

Tims it would appear liiat tiie summons to Thomas de Camois was like others cus- 
tomary in those days, not meant as a creation of a personal descendable honour, but as 
incident to a tenure in capite, where the king €ui arbiirium suum, could summon any 
particular tenant for advice in parliament, without being obliged to call his heirs and 
successors in descent. 

Ttus Thomas had a son Richard who died before him, leaving a son Hugh heir to his 
grand&ther, but who died in minority, 4 Hen. VI., s.p., when his sisters, Margaret, ^rtio 
married Ralph Rademill, and Eleanor (or Alianora) who married Roger Lewknor, became 
his heirs. 

llius, from die 4 Hen. VI., to 1838, a period upwards of four hundred years, this 
barony, if it ever was one descendable, undivested of territorial possession, has remained 
to this age of old peerage claiming, dormant ; and has only recently been thought of; poli- 
tical influence most probably indudng a claim thereto. After a long investigation before 
the lords' committees of privil^es, it was resolved to be in abeyance among divers co- 
heirs, descended from the before named Margaret Rademill, and Eleanor Lewknor. Of 
these, Hiomas Stonor, of Stonor, co. Oxon., esq., a roman catholic gentieman of very 
ancient fEunily, descended from Margaret Rademill, was by her majesty queen Victoria 
selected to have the barony, and tiie abeyance was determined accordingly, in his favour. 

The other co-heirs descended from Margaret RademiU, were Anthony Gteoige 
Wright, who had taken the name of Biddnlph ; Henry L'Estrange Styleman, of Huns- 
tanton, CO. Norfolk, esq. ; and Sir Jacob Astiey, of Melton Constable, bart., now lord 
Hastings. 

And those from EUeanor (or Alianora) Lewknor, were Harriet Anne, baroness Zouche 
and her sister Katharine, wife of Copt. O. R. Pediell, R. N., and Sophia, widow of the 
chevalier Ferdinand de la Cainea, sole surviving daughter and heiress of Sir Richard 
Mill, the sixth baronet 



CAMVILLE.— (22 Enw. I.) 

Oboffrby db Camvili«b had summons the 22 Edw. I., to attend the king at Ports- 
mouth, and summons to parliament from the 23 to the 35 Edw. I., and died 2 Edw. IL, 
being then seised in right of Maud his wife, daughter and heir oi Ouy de Bryan, by Eve, 
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bis fint wife, deogliter and heir of Henry de Tracy^ of tlie lands in banm j of the laid 
Henry de Tracy, which oame to her in partition of Aat baiony. 

William de Camville his son and heir had also auBanens to pariiament the 2 and 4 
Edw. II., but not afterwards. He had only female isaoe; whereof the record^ Ijhiui !li^vl^* ^^ 

B«w« 111* in. 

ledtes, Tis: — ^Pro Matilda qtuefitU tanr BU?i de Vem&n^ et Ekamora eorore ^^ypktir 27, pan. 2. 
huM et haref WUPi de CampviU,pro Man^ de Lanetephenj im com. Comof^ tn WdUkf.^^ 
Anodior authority rqpreeentSyt that he had five daughters his co-heirs, vis : — ^firat, Mand tP^C^J^^^ 
the eldest, wife of Sir William Vernon, of Haddon, co« Derby ; seoond, Isabella, married Bibi. Mr. Ai- 
first to Sir Richard Stafford, and after to Gilbeit de Benningham ; third, Eleanor; fourth, 
Nichok wife of John St. Clere ; fifth, Catharine, wife of Roger (or Robert) Oriesly. — 
(Beek. WoBmb a$mo 12 Edw. IlLJ^ 

However, whether he had only two or five daughters, his barony, if any was created, 
by either the writs of his fether, or those continued to himself, as it would seem in right 
of succession, has continued ever since his death unclaimed ; though the heirs represen- 
tatiyes of the aforesaid two or five daughters m^ht have as good a pretension to the 
dignity as the heirs of Camois* Length of time is no bar to the contrary, — ^the proof of 
a sitting may be different ; but, though an entry that a certain person summoned was 
appointed a trier of petitions is evidence of his being present, it is no evidence tlxat the 
other persons named in the same writ were not also present, for by whom were the 
triers nominated, but by other earls and barons then assembled ? and they liable to be 



fined for non*att«idaKice.t II?iJSt. 

lonl of CillltOB. 



CANTILUPE.— (28 Edw. L) 

WiLjLiAM j>B Cantilupb, son and heir of Nidiolas who married Eustachia, aister,^ and 
at length heir, according to Di^^dale, of Hugh Fita-Ralph^ lord of Greaely, in the county 
of Nottingham, and heir also of Peter de Hay, was summoned to pariianent feom the 
28 Edw. I. to the 2 Edw. II., inclusive, also to the coronation of Edw. II., and died the 
year following, leaving a son William who died s.p., and Nicholas heir to his brother ; 
which 

Nicholas de Cantilupe had summons to parliament from the 11 to the 28 Edw. III., 
and in the 18 Edw. HI. was appointed one of the barons tri»s of petitions.§ He died ^^^'^r ^^\^ 
die 29 Edw. III., according to one anquiaition, leaving William his son and h^ then 
thirty years of age; and according to another inquisition he died 45 Edw. III., WiUiam 

» Erdnric |;ive8 liim onlj onedaqi^iter, 'ihnd, jnarried first to Venum, and after to Stafford. Burton alfw two 
in hU History of tbe ooiinty of Lsleestcr. 

k> Eward, daughter of Hugh Fits-Balpb de Oreseley.^rOrt^. 45 Hem. IJJJ 
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his next heir dien twenty years old. But the first seems the most correct^ as Joan his 
widow is said to have founded a chantry for the good of his soul. However^ in what- 
ever year he died, neither his son nor any of his descendants ever had further summons 
to parliament, of whom no mention is made by Dugdale ; yet, in accordance wifh late 
decisions, this barony is a claimable one, a sitting being on record of Nicholas de Canti- 
lupe, as before mentioned in the 18 Edw. III. 

The &mily of West descended from Dr. Gilbert West, who married Mary, sister to 
Sir Richard Temple, lord Cobham is considered to be an heir to this barony. * 

The title of Cantilupe in the earl Delawarr has not any connection with this barony. 

Haying before observed that there were two inquisitions appearing at variance with 
each other, the following pedigree may explain the same, showing that the last inquisi- 
tion applied to Nicholas the grandson of the first named Nicholas. 

PBDI6RBE. 

linUiam de Cantilime» ob. 3 Bdw. II. 

J 



Vnmukf ob. LD. NkbolM, baron de Cantilapey ob. 29 Bdw. III. 

I 
WnUam, Kt. 30, spud mort. pet. 

^ 



Nicholas, ob. 45 Bdw. III., i.p. WQliam, Kt 20, apod mort. fratrii ob. 8.p. 49 Edw. III. 

After the death of William de Cantilupe, s.p, Ihe 49 Eidw. III., upon a piutition of 
lands in the reign of Ric. IL, the manor of Middle-Clayton and others in the county of 
Buckingham, &c, passed to the Zouches. — (Hot, Fin. 14 Bk. /7., m. 12, Ebor.J But this 
seems in virtue of some entail in de&ult of male issue, as the record before cited man- 
ifests, that Thomas Astley was cousin and heir of William de Cantilupe, but as heir-ge- 
neral in the female line. 

The first William de Cantilupe, in the 29 Edw. I., was one of those barons whose 
seal was affixed to the letter then written to the pope, being styled, ^ WUliehnus de Cbn- 
tik^ Dambms de Bavemthorpe.^ 



n 



CHAUVENT OB CHAMPVENT.— (28 Edw. I.) 

PiBBS sive Peter de Chauvent is mentioned to have been summoned to two pailia- 
ments in the 28 Edw. I., the one to meet at London, the other at Lincoln. In the par* 
liament at Lincoln he is named as one of those barons, who though summoned, did not 

» Rex oonfinnaTit Thoms Aatley am. conaangnineo et boredi Willi deCantiliipo per ampla libort' infra omnia 
dominia manoria et hereditam' aoa infra rmnum dioto Will'o oonoeia per 24 Chart. Hen. III. — fPat Rot 26 ffen. 
VJ.,p.2,m.27.) 
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affix their seals to the letter then sent to the pope touching the supremacy of England 
oyer the realm of Scotland. But after this period lus name does not appear in any sub- 
sequent writs of summons^ nor is any further account to be found of him as to any wife 
or issue. It is to be observed that in the writ of summons of the 26 Edw. I., to the 
earls and barons to attend at Carlisle eqtUs et amUSf they are particularly distinguished 
by their ranks, viz., comiies et barones; among the latter whereof is the name of Piers 
de Chauvent. 



CHANDOS.— (11 Edw. III.) 

Roger de Chandos, whose ancestors are said to have holden the barony of Snodhull, 
had summons to parliament from the 11 to the 29 Edw. III., about which time he 
deceased, leaving Maud his wife surviving, and Thomas his son and heir who never had 
the like summons to parliament. He died the 49 Edw. III., set. 43, when by the inqui- 
sition taken it was found that John Chandos was his son and heir. 

This John Chandos was a knight, and died the 8 Hen. IV., 1407, s. p., leaving Alice, 
the wife of Thomas Brugge, (or Brydges as supposed) and Margaret the wife of Nicholas 
Mattesden, his nieces and coheirs, being daughters of his sister Margaret who died before 
him, widow of Sir Thomas Berkeley, of Coberly, knight. 

The heir-general of this barony, if it is to be considered one, is the duke of Bedford, 
through Brugge or Brydges, provided the family of Brydges, created baron Chandos by 
patent, and afterwards advanced to the title of duke of Chandos, be descended from the 
said Thomas Brugge and Alice Chandos his wife. 



CHAWORTH.— (22 Edw. I.) 

Thomas de Chaworth, son of William by Alicia, daughter of Robert, and sister and 
co-heir (with Joane her sister, wife of Robert de Latham of the county of Lancaster) to 
Thomas de Alfreton, had summons to parliament among the barons of the realm, in the 
22, 25, and 27 of Edw. I., but was not summoned to the parliament at Lincoln, 29 Fdw. 
I., wherein the fEonous letter to the pope was then agreed upon and subscribed, although 
his seal was thereto affixed, and he on that occasion was designated Thomas de Chaurcis 
de Norton. But neither he nor any of his family had the like summons, though they 
long flourished in the counties of Derby and Nottingham. 
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llMmiai da ChMmrtii, maamoMd to parttuMnl 2S Bdw. I.^ 



vndm 



ds Chftwortb.?. 



Thomas de ChawortliqpJaiiay daughter of ffir GaoSliy LattereL 

llkomas de Chaworth, ob. tI. paL^pBiaigaret, daughter of Sir Richard Pole. 

WiUiam de Chaworth.^A]ioe, daughter and heir of John de Catoft.* 

Nieola, dan. of Sir Reginald Braybrooke. 1 w.^pSir Thomas Chaworth.^IaabeUa, d. of Thomas de Ajleabury. 2 w. 

Elisabeth, wife of John lord Scrope, of Maaham. Wm. Ch«worth.=y=Rliiahetti, dm. and ooh. of Shr I<nch8. Bowet^ 

Thomas, mar. BCaigaret, dan. of John, earl of Shrewsbnrj, — a Ivnatic, s. p. Joane, sister A hdc.^cSm Onftond. 



L, married Sir Anne, married WiUiam Joane, married 1st Thomas Denham, 2nd 
Anthony Babington. Mering, s. p. FitiWimam. 



» Oo4tdrtoth«b«m7afBMMlofI)ii7toib--<Fid«Ba#Mf^i)risfto^ 
b Magfgt, tlrtsr to this TOibsth Boitet, msrricd Jdhn, nwd brpthar to William Oh>worth. 



CHENEY.— (3 Hen. VIL) 

Sir John Cheney, (son of John Cheney of Thurland in the isle of Shepey, by Alia- 
nore his wife, daughter of Sir Robert Shotisbroke, and sister to Margaret, duchess of 
Somerset), was in reward for his services at the battle of Bosworth, and on other occa- 
sions, created by Hen. YII. on his advancement to the throne, a baron of the reahn, and 
smnmoned to parliament firom the S to the 11 Hen. YII. Dying the year following s.p., 
his barony became extinct 



CHENEY, OP ToBiNOTON.— (14 Eliz.) 

Hbnbt Chenbt^ son of Thomas Cheney, (nephew of the former baron) by Anne his 
second wife, daughter and co-heir of Sir John Broughton of Taddington, or Todington,* 
in the county of Bedford, was summoned to parliament from the 14 to the 31 queen 
Eliz., but dying s.p., his title also became extinct His wife was Jane, daughter of Tho- 
mas lord Wentworth, and to her his estates passed on his decease, -and were inherited 
by her relations. 

• Thia Sir John Brooghton manriad Bftarj, daughter and heir of Tliomaa PBjnrre, lixth in deaooit from Pauline 
Peyrxe, who Unt bnUt the lofiur £uned hoaae at Taddington, temp. Hen. III., and whoae deaoendanti are mentioned 
in the aaoond toL of thia work, tnltr Barvnet PtttmrmkH.^-'fVUk Xfton't JAf . BrU., eel. i., p, 14S, JBH^wrd,) 
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CHERLETON.— (7 Edw. II.) 

John de Chbrleton having married Hawise^ sister and heir of Oriffin ap Owen^ other- 
wise Oriffin de la Pole, so denominated from his residence at Pole, commonly called 
Welch Pole, in her right among other lands obtained the lordship of Powys, in the county 
of Montgomery. He had summons to parliament from the 7 Edw. II. to the 27 Edw. 
III., inclusive. 

John his son and heir had the like summons from the 28 to the 34 Edw. III., as 
Jokn de Cherleton ; and from the 36 to the 47 Edw. III., as John de Cherleton de Powya. 

John his son and heir, by the same distinction, was summoned from the 2 Ric. II. 
to the 2 Hen. IV., inclusive, when he died s.p., leaving Edward his brother and heir, 
which 

Edward, the fourth baron, was summoned from the 3 Hen. IV. to the 9 Hen. Y., 
as Edward Cherleton de Powys. He died the following year, 1422, leaving his two 
daughters his co-heirs, viz. Joane the eldest, married to Sir John Grey, knt. ; and Joice, 
who became the wife of Sir John Tiptoft, and according to Dugdale, was summoned to 
parliament by the title of Lord Powys, But of this there is not any evidence, as al- 
though he had summons to parliament, the writ was merely personal, without any refer- 
ence to the designation of Powys : on the contrary, the lordship of Powys became the 
property of Joane the eldest daughter, and therefore not being in the possession of 
Tiptoft could not convey to him any pretence for being so summoned to parliament by 
that description. The first summons to Cherleton was personal, and if creative of a 
barony, it could only be by that description. But qusery how far the barony of Tiptoft 
became forfeited in Tiptoft, earl of Worcester. — fVide Tiptoft and Qrey of Powya.) 



CLAVERING.— (28 Edw. I.) 

Roger Fitz-Richard was the first baron Warkworth, in the county of Northumber- 
land, and by grant of Hen. II. had the manor or barony of Clavering in Essex.* He mar* 
ried one of the daughters and co-heirs (as it is said) of Henry de Essex, feudal baron of 
Raleigh, and by her had Ro\)ert his successor, whose son John had several sons, whereof 
Hugh the second having the manor of Eure,' was ancestor to the barons Eure of diat 
name. 

Roger Fitz-John, the eldest son, baron of Warkworth and also of Clavering, died 

ft Rob'toB ntz-Rogeri tenet Clareriiig de dooo Re|^' H. tcd'i de food' Hen' de Eiiez p' una' milite'.— 7M. 
Ae Ne9, p, 269. 

VOL. I. V 
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3d Hen. III., leaving his son and heir Robert^ which Robert called Fitz-Roger^ had 
summons to parliament from the 23 Edw. I. to the 3 Edw. II., in which year he died, 
leaving John his son and heir, who took the surname of Clavering. 

This John de Clavering had summons to parliament in the lifetime of his father, 
being summoned by the name of Clavering from the 28 Edw. I. to the 5 Edw. III.^ But 
it WHS his father who was one of the barons summoned to the parliament at Lincoln, 
and by the description of Robert Fitz-Bjoger Domimis de Clavering^ afiixed his seal to the 
memorable letter then subscribed by the barons to be sent to the pope, touching the 
supremacy of England over the realm of Scotland. This may tend to show that although 
John de Clavering had summons as before mentioned vit& patris, yet the barony of 
Clavering was not in him at the time of his summons the 28 Edw. I. It is related by 
Dugdale that this John de Clavering being doubtful of having male issue, made a feof- 
ment to Stephen de Trafford^ whereby he vested among other lands and hereditaments, 
the inheritance of his castle and manor of Warkworth in the said Stephen, conditioned 
to reconvey the same imto him the said John de Clavering for life, with remainder to 
the king and his heirs ; which castle, &c., thereupon coming to the crown by default of 
male issue, were given by king Edward to the Percy family, now represented by the 
duke of Northumberland. 

John de Clavering deceased about the 5 Edw. III., leaving an only daughter Eve 
* Blomf.Norf. (^i* ^^ ^^ hitiT. She is stated* to have had four husbands, viz. first, Thomas de Aud- 
ley, by whom she had not any issue ; secondly, Ralph de Ufiford, by whom she bad 
t T^de Ufford. issuc ;t^ thirdly, James de Audley, by whom also she had issue, viz. James, Peter, Avicia, 
% Monaft and Hawyse \X fourth. Sir John de Benhall, but by him had not any issue. On her de- 
^' P' cease 45 Edw. III., she was interred hi the Abbey of Langley, where her last husband 

Benhall was also interred. The barony has ever since remained unclaimed, or even pre- 
tended to be coalesced with any other, or merged in any superior title. Dugdale recites 
in his lists of summons that this John de Clavering was summoned to the parliament at 
I Listi of Som Lincoln 29 Edw. I., but did not affix his seal to the letter then written to the pope.§ 

In a recently published work, entitled ^^ Collectanea Topographica et Genealogica,'' 
which assumes the correction of Dugdale's errors, it doubts the four husbands of Eve de 
Clavering. It names the one ThomaSy and not Ralph de Ufford, as recited by Dugdale, 
and other authorities ; and it says that James, lord Audley, of Heleigh, was foimd her 
son and heir, by Thomas, lord Audley, her first husband, but as Dugdale states in the 
Audley family that Thomas died s.p., and was succeeded by his brother Nicholas, whose 

ft He was summoned to Carliale eqnia et annis, the 26 Edw. I., on which occasion thoee to whom the writ was 
addressed, are distingiiished by their ranks, tix. Comttet et Baronei, in. which latter cUut John de CUntring is named. 

b Du^^dale nnder ClaTering says she had issue both by Ufford and Audley ; yet under Audley he states that 
Thomas de Audley died s.p., and was succeeded by his brother Nicholas de Audley. 
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name [is contained in all the writs of summons, and who was father of James the next 
baron, this assertion appears not to be warranted. 

The Norwich Monasticon,'*' gives the foimdation of Langley Abbey, in the diocese * P* 33, etiam 
of Norwich, to Robert Fitz-Roger de Clayering, lord of Horsford, circ. anno 1198, and moq. 
mentions the following persons to have been benefactors thereto, and there interred, viz.. 
Sir John de Clavering, buried in 1332, Dame Agnes Clayering, Sir James de Audley, 
Dame £ve Audley, Sir Robert de Benhall, Sir Thomas de Ufford, knight, and Dame 
Jane, daughter of Sir Robert Ufford. Weaver adds others of the Ufford family, as will 
be noticed under that head.t t '^y^ Ufford. 

It has been mentioned that John de Clavering made an infeoftnent by virtue whereof 
the castle of Warkworth, after his death was to revert to the king ; this taking place, it 
may be considered that Warkworth being the barony from the tenure, whereof the writs 
of summons to Robert Fitz-Roger first were directed to him, they were writs of service, 
and not of creative nobility descendable in blood, imdivested of the land territory, in 
which respect Warkworth ceasing to be possessed by his heirs, the barony became ex- 
tinguished: a point which may apply to many other ancient baronies, whereof the tenants 
in capite, who were first summoned, had not the like summons continued to their des- 
cendants, of whom Dugdale, so frequently observes, that ^^he does not make mentiany by 
reason they were not reputed barons.'^ 

CLIFFORD, OH DE CLIFFORD.— (28 Edw. I.) 

Roger de Clifford married Isabella daughter and co-heir of Robert de Vipont, a great 
feudal baron, hereditary sheriff of Westmorland, and had a son John, who died in his 
lifetime ; and another son Robert, who, the 13 Edw. I., being found cousin and heir to 
Ralph de Gauge, baron of Slesmouth, paid his relief, and had livery of the lands of that 
inheritance. In the 25 Edw. I., on the death of Richard Fitz-John, (a great baron in 
Essex), as son of Isabel, daughter and co-heir of Robert de Vipount, by Isabel his wife, 
sister and co-heir to Richard Fitz-John, he was found by inquisition to be one of the 
cousins and next heir to the said Richard Iltz-John. 

This Robert de Clifford had summons to parliament from the 28 Edw. I. to the 7 
Edw. II. (1313) and to the coronation of that king. In the 29 Edw. I., he was one of 
the barons whose seal was affixed to the letter then agreed upon in the parliament at 
Lincoln, to be written to the pope, on which occasion he was described, ^Robertus de 
Clifford^ CasteUanus de Appelby.^' He married Maud daughter and co-heir of Thomas, 
second son of Richard de Clare, earl of Olouoester. His successors continued to be 
summoned, till John de Clifford, the eighth baron from him, was attainted th.e 38 Hen. 
VI., and his honors forfeited. 
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Henry de Clifford^ his son and heir^ was afterwards restored in blood and honors^ 
and had summons to parliament from the 1 to the 7 Hen. VIL^ and his son Henry was 
advanced to the dignity of earl of Cumberland^ 18 June^ 1525. 

George^ third earl of Cumberland, grandson of earl Henry, died s. p. m., leaving an 
only daughter Anne Clifford, who became heir to the barony, the earldom becoming 
extinct. This great heiress was twice married, but had issue only by her first husband 
Richard, earl of Dorset. She claimed the barony of De Clifford, in 1628, and her peti- 
tion was appointed to be heard in the following session of parliament ; but no further 
proceedings were made thereon, and she died without having any declaration made on 
her claim. 

In 1691, Thomas Tuftx)n, earl of Thanet, son, and ultimately heir of John, the 
second earl of Thanet, by Margaret, daughter, and eventually (on the failure of issue 
from her sister Isabella, countess of Northampton) sole heir of Richard earl of Dorset, 
by the said Anne Clifford, claimed, and was allowed the barony. He died in 1729, s. p. \ 

m. s., when the barony fell into abeyance between his daughters and co-heirs, viz : Cath- 
arine, wife of Edward, viscount Sondes ; Anne, wife of Thomas earl of Salisbury ; Mar- 
garet wife of Thomas Coke, earl of Leicester ; Mary who married, first, Anthony, son of 
Henry Orey, duke of Kent, secondly John earl Gower ; and Isabella, who married, 
first, lord Nassau Paulet, and secondly Sir Francis Delaval, K. B. But in 1734, the 
king was pleased to terminate the abeyance, and confirm the barony by patent, 13 Aug., 
1734, to Margaret, the wife of the earl of Leicester. This lady dying without surviving 
issue, in 177^^ the barony again fell into abeyance; but in the year following (1776) his 
majesty again terminated it in favour of Edward Southwell, son and heir of Edward 
Southwell, who married Catharine, sole daughter and heiress of Catharine Tufton, the 
wife of Edward viscount Sondes. He died in 1777? &nd his son Edward Southwell, 
second lord de Clifford, died s. p., in 1832, when the barony again fell into abeyance 
between his sister's representatives; and in 1833 was determined in behalf of Sophia, 

^e of Russell, a commander in the R. N., as eldest co-heir to the late baron. 

It is to observed that the titles of baron de Vipont, and de Vescy, have been attributed 
to the barons de Clifford, and earls of Cumberland ; but those were never baronies crea- 
ted by any writ of summons, to render them descendable as personal honours ; though 
the lands of them, in great part, were inherited by the Clifford family. 

CLIFFORD.— (3 Cab. I.) 

Whbrb the eldest son of an earl is called up to parliament by writ, by a title not vested 

in his father, such writ operates as the creation of a new barony, and the person so sum- 

^j^d^lT moned has no seat higher than the date of his writ :* [thus upon the death of George 
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Clifford^ third earl of Cumberland, s. p. m., the title of earl devolved upon his brother 

Francis, as the fourth earl; but the barony of De Clifford having been created by 

writ of summons descended unto Anne, the sole daughter and heir of earl Oeorge;* ^Crdieon 

howbeit, 

Henry Clifford, eldest son and heir apparent to earl Francis, was summoned to 
parliament vitdpatris, the 3 Car. I., by writ directed ^'Henrico CUfford chmfr primoge- 
nt/o, Francisci comitis CumVi'^ now the old barony of De Clifford, not being at this time 
in the father, the said writ of simimons to the son could not operate otherwise than as a 
new creation. The said Henry afterwards became earl of Cumberland, and died leaving 
an only daughter, married to Richard Boyle, earl of Cork, in Ireland, who was the 20 
Car. I., created by letters patent baron Clifford^ of Lanesboroughi and the 16 Car. II., 
earl of Burlington. 

Richard Boyle, third earl of Burlington, in 1737) claimed the barony of Clifford, 
created by the writ ofS Car. L : and the house of lords resolved that he was entitled 
thereto. He died, leaving only female issue, which by marriage, carried this barony of 
Clifford into the fiamily of Cavendish, duke of Devonshire, and is now vested in the 
present duke ; but on his decease s. p. m., will fall into abeyance between the earl of 
Carlisle, and earl Granville. 



CLIFTON.— (50 Edw. III.) 

RoGBR DE C1.IFTON married Margery, sister and heir to Thomas de Caili,t a baron by t Vide CaiH. 

summons 2 Edw. II., who died s* p. Her mother (as mentioned under Caili) was Emme, 

one of the sisters and co-heirs to Robert de Tatshall, and carried to her husband Caili 

the manor of Bokenham, holden in grand sergeanty, in parcenery with other manors, 

parcel of the barony, and earldom of Hugh de Albini, earl of Arttndell.t t VideTitriudl 

John de Clifton, great-grandson of the aforesaid Roger, being seised of the manor 
and lordship of Bokenham and other considerable estates by the course of his inheritance, 
was most probably, in virtue thereof, summoned to parliament from the 50 Edw. IIL to 
the 12 Ric. II., 1388, about which time he died, leaving a son and heir by Elizabeth his 
wife, one of the co-heirs to Ralph lord CromweU, named Constantine, which 

Constantine de Clifton had summons to parliament in the 17 and 18 Ric. II., but 
never after; wherefore, says Dugdale, ^^ I shall here put an end to my discourse of him;'' 
thus evidently showing that eminent baronagian did not consider a writ of summons as 
creative of a descendable personal honour, but merely a writ of service incident to a 
tmnure in capUe, but ad arbitrium regis. The said Constantino had issue a wm John, and 
a daughter Elizabeth, wife of John Knevet. 
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John de Clifton^ the son^ married Joane^ daughter and co-*heir of Edmund de Thorpe, 
of Ashwell Thorpe in the county of Norfolk, by whom he had a daughter Margaret, who 
married Sir Andrew Ogard, whose son Henry was aged four years at his father's death, 
but most likely afterwards died young, as the Knevet family came to the possession of 
Bokenham, in whose heir general this barony may be considered to lay dormant, and for 
whom vide Cromwell of Tatshall. 

CLIFTON, CROMWELL of TATSHALL, and BASSET o» WELDON. 

Sir John Clifton, great-grandson of Roger de CUiton, bj^Elizabeth, daughter of Ralph lord Cromwell, (by Maud 

his wife, daughter and heir of John Bemake, great-grand- 
son of Joane, one of the sisters and co-heirs to Robert, 
baron of Tatshall), and at length one of the co-heirs to 
the ancient barony of Cromwell of Tatshall. 



Margaret, daughter and at length heir of Sir Osbert de 
Cailli, by Emme his wife, one of the sisters and co-heirs 
to Robert, baron of Tatriiall ; summoned to parliament 
from 50 Edw. IIL to 12 Ric. II. ; ob. 1388. 

Constantine Clifton, set. 16, anno 1388, had livery of his lands 1393,^Elizabeth, dau. of Robert lord Scales. — Bhmrf, 
summoned to parliament the 17 and 18 Richard II. I HUt, Naif. vol. i. page 376. 

I 1 ' 

Sir John C]]f-=7^roane, dau. & co-heir to Elizabeth, aunt & heir to MargaretqpSir John Kneret, grandson to Sir John 

Edmund de Thorpe, of Clifton, and at length sole heir to | KneTet,by Eleanor his wifie, one of the 

Ashwell Thorpe. John, the first Lord Clifton. I cobs, to Ralph, Lord Basset of Weldon. 



ton, ob. circ. 
1447. 



Margaret, sole daughter and heir apparent, mar- Sir John Kneret, (Mon.^Alice, daughter and heir of WlUiam 
ried Sir Andrew Ogard, lent., and died s.p.s. at Buckenham.) j Lynnes, (Mon. at Buckenham.) 

Sir William Kneret, attainted I Ric. III.,^Alioe, daughter of John, brother to Reginald, 
but afterwards restored. 1 Lord Grey, of Ruthyn. 

Sir Edmund Knevet, drowned in a sea-fight, temp. Henry YIIL^Eleanor, dau. of Sir William T^rrel, knight. 

I 1 ' I 

Sir Thomas Knevet, standard^Muriel, daughter of Thomas, Edmund Kneret, married Jane, heiress Other 

bearer to Henry VIII. duke of Norfolk. of Lord Bemers. — (Vide Bernen.) sons. 

1. Sir Eam.^Jo8ne, dau. of Sir 2. Ferdinando. 3. Henry Kneret, mar. Anne, dan. and heir of Sir Christopher ^ 
Knevet. | John Shelton. Pickering, and had issue Thomas lord Knevet, of Escrick. i ^ 






r 



1 f^/SSAX^^,,^^ 



^ Sir Thomas Knevet, ob. 22 Sept., 1569.^Cathar]ne, dau. of , earl of Derby. Anthony. Edmond. Henry. ^ ^^ "-^^ 

Sir Thomas Knevet, ob. 1594.:j=Catfaarine, daughter of Sir Thomas Lovel, of East Herling. Henry. John. ' ^^^U^ 

Sir Philip Knevet, created a baronet 22 May,^Katherine, daughter and heir of Charles Ford 
1611, ob. cure. 1634-5. of Butley Abb^, in co. Su£f61k, Esq. 

Philip, bap. 24 '^^Hlliam, bap. 28 June, Dorothy, bap. 15 Katherine, bapt. Robert, bap. 23 John, bap. 
April, 1609.* 1610, bur. 1615.* Sept., 1611.* 2 June, 1614.* Jany., 1615.* 1616.* 

• Ex Beg. Buckenham, co. Norfolk. 



CLIFTON OF Leiohton Bromswold. — (7 Jac. I.) 

Sir Gervase Clifton was summoned to parliament from the 7 to the 12 Jac. L, as 
^* Gervase Clifton, de Lay ton Bromswold, che&r?^ He married Catharine daughter and 
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heir of Sir Henry Darcy, of Leighton Bromswold^ and died in 1618^ leaving Catharine 
his sole daughter and heir^ who married Esme Stuart^ lord Aubigny, and third duke 
of LenoZj in Scotland^ and had issue a son George, whose daughter Catharine, by the 
death of her only brother Charles, sixth duke of Lenox, s.p., became heiress to the 
barony of Clifton. 

She married Henry CVBrien lord Ibrachan, who died in the lifetime of his father, 
Henry earl of Thomond, leaving a daughter Catharine, who became heiress to her mother, 
and married Edward Hyde, earl of Clarendon. She claimed, and was aUowed the barony 
of Clifton, in 1674. Her daughter Theodosia eventually became her heir, and marrying 
John Bligh, esq*, afterwards earl of Damley, carried the barony into his family, with 
which it now remains, coalesced with the earldom of Damley. 



CLINTON.— (27 Edw. I.) 

John de Clinton was summoned to parliament the 27 Edw. L,^ but never after. He 
married Ida, eldest daughter and co-heir of William de Odingsells,* of Maztock, in com. * videOdiiig< 
Warwick ; which William was one of the co-heirs of the more ancient barony of Limesi. '*^' ^^^ "* 
By her he had issue two sons, whereof, William, the second, was afterwards created earl 
of Huntmgdon ; but his successor was his eldest son. 

John de Clinton, who had summons from the 6 to the 9 Edw. III., to the last writ 
mortuus est is added ; showing he was then dead. 

John his son was summoned from the 31 Edw. III. to the 21 Ric II. He married 
Idonea, sister and co-heir of William baron de Say, which barony thereafi;er was attri- 
buted to his descendants. 

William, his grandson, had similar summons from the 23 Ric. 11. to the 9 Hen. VI., 
as had John his son from the 29 to the 38 Hen. VI.; but being attainted in the same 
year, his honours were forfeited : but he was shortly after restored in blood and honours, 
and was summoned to parliament the 1 and 2 Edw. IV. His son John was never sum- 
moned, and died in 1514, in which year Thomas his son was summoned, but died in 
1517^ leaving 

Edward Clinton his son and heir, who, by queen Elizabeth, was advanced to the 
dignity of earl of Lincoln, frt>m which period, till the death of Edward the fifth earl, the 
barony of Clinton continued merged in the earldom, the said Edward, fifth earl of Lin- 

* Dogdale, in hk baroDage, does not notice this BummoDt, which renden it donbtftd whetBer it applied to him, 
or to John hia mide, of Coleahill, who waa then Imng : for he ezpready itatea the said John waa a knight of the 
ahire for Warwiekikin, the 29 Edw. I., which miUtatea againit hia having been mmmoned aa a baron the 27 Edw. I. 
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coin deceasing s.p.^ the earldom descended upon the next heir male ; but the barony of 
Clinton became in abeyance between his aunts, or their representatives. Of these, Cath- 
arine married Sir George Booth, (afterwards lord Delamere,) and had an only daughter, 
Yere, who died unmarried, in 1717^ aged seventy-four. Arabella married Robert RoUe, 
esq., from whose daughter Bridget, who married Francis Trefusis, esq., is descended the 
present baron Clinton. Margaret married Hugh Boscawen, esq., and had a daughter 
Bridget, her heir, who married Hugh Fortescue, esq., and was mother of Hugh Fortescue 
who was allowed the barony of Clinton, but died s.p., in 1751, whereby the barony again 
fell into abeyance, and so remained till it was allowed on petition to Robert William Tre- 
fusis, esq., who, in 1794 was summoned to parliament as baron Clinton, being descended 
from Bridget, only child from whom there is any issue remaining of Arabella, wife of 
Robert RoUe, esq., before mentioned. 



WILLIAM CLINTON.— (4 Edw. III.) 

William db Clinton, second son of John, by Ida de Odingseles, had summons to 
parliament from 4 to 10 Edw. III. : after when, he was created earl of Huntingdon ; but 
dying s.p., in 1354, his honors became extinct. 



COBHAM.— (6 Edw. II.) 

John Cobham, of Cobham in Kent, by his first wife, daughter of Warine Fitz-Benedict, 
had two sons, John his heir, and Henry of Rundell ; and by his second wife, daughter of 
Hugh de Neville, a son Reginald, from whom sprang the Cobhams of Sterborough. 
John the eldest son was father of 

Henry de Cobbeham, or Cobham, who had summons to parliament from the 6 
Edw. 11. to the 9 Edw. III. His son John, according to Dugdale's lists of summons, 
was called to parliament from the 16 Edw. III. to the 8 Hen. IV. ; which long period 
of above sixty years, gives reason to believe that a descent has been omitted by Dug- 
dale, which is indeed supplied by Hollinshead,^ who says that John the second baron, 
upon his death, was succeeded by his only son John, who had summons from the 1 Ric. 
II. to the 8 Hen. IV., sometimes with the addition of Kent: though Dugdale may be 
most correct, yet there is a degree of dubiety upon the point, especially as HoUinshead is 
supported by Vincent, a most esteemed, and considered a very accurate herald. 

This John lord Cobham, who died in 1407> s. p. m., had a daughter and heiress 

» YvU HoUiuliaMl's CMtniM ■hflste, p. 150S. 
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Jouie, who married Sir John de la Pole, knight, and had iaaue an only daaghtar loawcj 
who married Sir John Oldcaatle, knigh V which Sir John had aiimmfflia to pairiiainert 
from the 11 Hen. lY. to the 1 Hen. V., jmrt wfori$, diongh die writs appear to have 
been directed ^Johaani OUcoMikf CImf? He however had the deaignaition of lord Cob* 
ham, bnt lieing accused of a conspiracy against the king (bciiig at that time one of the 
principals of the religious sect denominated LioUards) he had judgment of dealii pro- 
nounced against him, and was executed accordingly, circ. 1417-^ 

By a former husband. Sir Reginald Braybroke, knight, the said Joane baroness Cob- 
ham^^ had two sons who died young, and a daighter Joane, her heireos, who married Sir 
Tliomas Brooke, knight, and their eldest son, 

Edward Brooke, was summoned to parliament as '^Edward Broke de Coiham^ 
Chevalier,** from the 2S to the 88 Hen. VI. John, his son, had the like summons from 
the 12 Edw. IV. to the 12 Hen. VIL His son and 4ek Thomas had summons from the 
1 to the S Hen. YUL, but in those years^ the writs were directed to John Cobkamy as 
distinctive of the title. 

Gceoige Brooke lord Cobham, son and hek of Thomas, married Anne, daughter and 
eyentuatty coheir of Edmund lord Bray, whereby their descendants acquired an interest 
in that barony.^ He had summons from the 21 Hen. YIIL to the 4 and 5 Philip and 
Mary. WiUiamt his eldest son and heir, was summoned from the 5 and 6 PhiUp and 
Mary, to the 35 Elizabeth. His successor was Henry, bds eklest surviring son^ who had 
summons the 39 Elizabeth, but afterwards, in the reign of James I., engaging with his 
brother George, in what was called Rawleiffh'e Cofupbracy, they were both tried, found 
guilty, and had judgment of death pronounced against them, but Gteoige only suffered, 
and was beheaded ; and this Henry reprieved, who lingered out a miserable life in im- 
prisonment, and died in 1619. s.p., whereupon William, son of his brother George by 
Elizabeth, daughter and coheir ol Thomas lord Borough, would have succeeded to the 
title, had it not been for the forfeiture of his father and unde ; he however was restored 
in blood, but not to the enjoyment of the title, without the king's special grace, which 
was never extended to him. By Penelope, his wife, daughter of Sir Moses Hill, knight, 

he had two daughters, his coheirs, viz., Brooke, who married Sir John Denham, 

the poet ; and Hill Brooke, who married Sir William Boothby, ancestor of the present 
baronet,* to which daughters, king Charles II., by letters patent, in 1665, granted the 

« "IHdUStiiWillornuaMidlUttiietBtfMMgeyVol. IL p. lll.---P^ 
b Hfvy OUflMtle» ton ud Wir of Jofan 1m4 Cobkm.-»FMft PM. 7 Hmu VL, a l»y». 
« She died in 14$3f wd wm bmied in Cobbtm Ghnrch. 

4 Vide chum of Mn. Otway Cmrt, to the btronj of Bnj, Gorem. Dom. Proe. 1839. 

• Sir WnUam Boot&by ii not the heir-geneiil of Hill Brooke, though deecended from her in the male line ; the 
eo-heirt ere Dr. 1\erpe« M.D., of Leedi, Dr. Aleiaader, Mrt. Lnoy Letiicm, «id Mn. HmlBtt Lum. 

VOL. I. W 
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precedency due to the daughters of baroiui, notwithstanding the attainders of the 
Henry lord Cobham, and George his brother. Thus the old barony of Cobham ei 
but the interest which the said daughters had in the barony of Borough^ not being de- 
rived from Henry lord Cobham, or George his brother, but from Elisabeth, (the wife of 
the said Geoige) their grandmother, may be considered to remain as not affected by 
either attainder. 



COBHAM OP STERBOROUGH.— (16^Edw. HI.) 

Reginald db Cobham, son of John the second baron by his second wife, had summons 
to parliament from the 16 to the 35 Edw. III. ; Reginald his son was also summoned in 
the 44 and 46 Ekiw. III., and died in 1375, leaving a son Reginald, who, nor any of his 
descendants ever had a similar summons to parliament This last Reginald had a son 
Reginald who died in his lifetime, having issue an only daughter Margaret, who married 
Ralph Nevill, second earl of Westmorland, by whom she had a daughter who died young. 
Thomas, the second son by Anne, daughter of Humphrey Stafford, Duke of Buckingham, 
had an only daughter Anne, who married Sir Edward Burgh or Borough, whose son 
Thomas was summoned to parliament as lord Borough, temp. Hen. VIII., in whose co- 
heirs general this barony of Cobham rests in abeyance. 



COBHAM OP RUNDALL.— (20 Edw. II.) 

Stephen de Cobham, son of Henry, half brother to the first Reginald of Sterborough, 
had summons to parliament firom the 20 Edw. II. to the 7 Edw. III., in which year he 
died, leaving John his son and heir, but who, nor any of his descendants were ever after 
summoned to parliament, although, according to Hollinshead, they long continued. 



RALPH COBHAM.— ( 18 Edw. IL) 

Ralph Cobham, brother of Stephen (before mentioned) was summoned to parliament 

* Rot. PttL ^® 13 Edw. II., but never after, nor any of his descendants. He had a son John,* and 

1 Bk. II.,ToL oigQ (according to Hollinshead) a son Thomas, who was bishop of Winchester. But as 

this solitary writ of summons cannot be assumed to have created a descendable barony, 

without any proof of sitting, any further account of the family seems unnecessary. 
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COLUMBEBS.— (22 Edw. I.) 



Philip db Coluhbbbs held Nedier Stow^, and eleven knights' fees, in the county of 
Somerset, temp. Hen. Ih,* jure tuforis Maud^ daughter and heir of Walter de Candos of 
Stowey. 

John de Columbera, greafc-grandaon of Philip^ in the 5 Edw. I., paying £100 for his 
relief for aU the lands whidi he held by barony^ had livery of the same, and the 22 
Edw. I. had summons to a parliament, but for the meeting whereof, neither time nor 
place were appointed. He was never summoned to any o&er parliament, and died circ. 
34 Edw. I., leaving, by Alice his wife, one of the daughtera^'and co-heirs of Stephen de 
Penchester, several sons, whereof the eldest, 

Philip de Columbers, had summons to parliament from the 8 Eklw. II. to the 15 
Edw. III. He married Alianor, one of the sisters and coheirs to William, son of Wil- 
liam Martin, baron of Kemeys, but dying s.p., the Columbers interest in the barony of 
Martin became terminated, and the Columbers barony extinct.* Thomas, John, and Ste- 
phen de Columbers, brothers to the said Philip, dpng s.p., their sister Joan, who mar- 
ried Oeffery Stawel^ ancestor of the lord Stawel, is said to have become their heir, and 
to have carried a great estate in the county of Somerset to that &mily^ but which never 
had any summons to parliament, though in 1683 it was raised to the peerage by patent, 
by the title of baron Stawel, of Somerton, in the county of Somerset, and in 1 742, be* 
came extinct, for want of male issue. 



COLVILE.— (49 Hen. III.) 

Waltbr db Colvilb was one of the barons summoned the 49 Hen. III. to the parlia- 
ment then called by Simon de Montfort in the king's name ; but neither Roger his son, 
nor Edmund his grandson, had a similar summons during their lives. 

Robert de Colvile, son of Edmund, had summons to parliament from the 16 to the 
39 Edw. III., and died the 41 Edw. III., leaving Walter his son and heir, who had a 
son Robert who died s. p., leaving (as Dugdale writes) Ralph Basset of Sapcoate, and 
John Gtemoun (sons of the sbters of Eklmund) his next heirs ; which account, if to be 
relied upon, would make the barony, if any was created by the writs of summons of 
Robert de Colvile, extinct. But by deeds in the possession of the Pole femily, of Rad- 
boume, in the county of Derby,* it appears that Robert Colvile, and Cecily his wife, 

« That ii to lay extinct, proTided the writ of the 22 Edw. 1., be not allowed aa a Talid one, but which waa re- 
ceiTed ai a parliamentary one by the Houe of Lofda in the De Booa caae. 



* lib. Ml(. 



^ Rx.Evld. 
pcnea Anct. 
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were seised of the castle of Bytham, the caput baranim of the Colviles, and other great 
estates^ and so seised, settled the same in tail upon the heirs of their bodies lawfully be- 
gotten ; which Bobert asid Cecily had issue, Sk Hugh ColTiie> hnigfat; whicb Hugh 
had issue Sir Walter ; he had issue Sir Hug^ who had issue Sybyl, who married Raljdi 
Basset, which Ralph and Sybyl had a daughter called Alice, who married Sir William 
Moton, knight, firom whom descended Reginald Moton, ¥4io had issue Anne Ghrymesly, 
and Elisabeth Pole ; and by virtue of this descent the castle of Bytbam, and other pre- 
mises came into the possession of the Pole fiunily, by whidi they were aikenvards sold* 



COMPTON.— (14 Queen Elizabeth.) 

Sir Henry Compton was summoned to parliament firom the 14 to the 31 queen EHiza- 
beth, as Henry Compton de Compton Chet^. William, his son, had the like summons from 
the 35 queen Elizabeth, to the 12 James I., after when he was created earl of Northamp- 
ton, in August 1618, whereby the barony of Compton was merged in the higher dignity 
of the earldom. 

James Compton, his grandson, third earl of Northampton, married Mary, daughter 
and heir of Baptist Noel, viscount Campden, by Hester, his second wife, one of the 
daughters and coheirs of Thomas, lord Wotton, and by her had George the fourth earl, 
father of James the fifth earl, who married Elizabeth, sister and heir of Robert viscount 
Tamworth, grandson of Robert Shirley, earl Ferrers, which lady, by descent, was baroness 
Ferrers, of Chartley ; by her the earii had James his son and heir apparent, who died in his 
lifetime unmarried ; and several daughters, whereof Jane and Anne died unmarried, and 
Charlotte became eventually his sole heiress, and heir also of her mother E3izabeth, 
baroness Ferrers, of Chartley. She married George, viscount Towndiend, afkerwaids 
created marquis ; in whose grandson, the present marquis, the two baronies of Ferrers, 
of Chartley, and Compton, are vested. 



CONIERS OR CONYERS.— (1 Hen. VIII.) 

Wii«i«iAM Contbrs, son and heir of Sir John Conyers, K. G., eldest son of Sir John 

^ yhktJhnj, Conyers, by Margery his wife, second daughter and coheir of Philip baron Darcy,* was 

summoned to parliament firom the 1 to the 6 Hen. VIII« as '^ WUUam Conyers de Conyers 

Chemlier/^ The said Sir John his fEither, who was a Knight of the Garter, married Alice, 

m 

one of the daughters and coheirs of William Nevill baron Faiieonberg, whereby his son 
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WilUam was one of die cohein to that barony^ as he was also to that of Darcy^ in right 
of his grandmother Margery* 

C!hriatopher Conyersy son and heir of Wittiam^ had summoM from the 21 to the 25 
Hen. VIII. His son John had the VkM svstsa&onn from the 86 Hen. YIII. to &e 3 and 
4 of Fliilip and Mary ; but dying shortly after without issue male, the barony fell into 
abeyance among his daughters, of whom Elizabeth married Thomas Darcy; Anne mar- 
ried first, Anthony Kemp, and secondly Arthur Gope, esq. ; Catharme married John 
Atherton ; and Marguret died s.p. He had also two sons, John and Henry, who ctied be- 
fore him infimts. From these daughters diere was not any issue remaining in 1640, ex- 
oeptiag from Elisabeth, who wastfae wife of Thomas Darcy, tiFhose son Conyers Barcy was 
thus/trre nutiris, heir of the barony of Conyers, and ooheir of the barony of Darcy, created 
by writ the 6 Edw. III., and thereby invested the same in his family, as under the article 
Darcy, may be seen more at large. The barony of Conyers is in the present duke of 
Leeds, under which title on aoeount of his deacent is to be seen in the several editions of 
Collins's Peerage, and the other printed peerages of the day, as also in the second volume 
of Banks's Dormant and Extinct Baronage, page 143* 



CORBETw— (22 Edw. I.) 

Pbtsa, son of Thomas Corbet,* ^ha married laabd, one of the next heirs to Koger de 

Valletourty a great feudal baron in the West^ had smnmons to parHaanent from the 22 to 

the 28 Edw. I., to whom suceeeded another Peter^ his seeond bat eldest surrivmg son, 

who had summons from the 30 Edw« I. to the 15 Edw. IL, but died s^)., leaving John 

Corbet his brother his next heir, biAt who never had the hke summons, and died alto^ 

s.p.,* leaving the descendants of his auntsj Alice, Emma, Winnerviiie, and Venice his yJJ^ ^'^ 

coheirs ; but they not being issue of Peter the first baron, had no daim to the barony No. 78. 

created by any of his writs of summons, and as such the barony of Corbet may be 

deemed extinct. 



COURTENAY.— (27 Edw. I.) 

Hugh de Cou&tbnat had summons to parliament from the 27 Edw* I# to the 8 Edw. 
III., in the latter writs with the addition of senior ; but in the year fdlowii^; he was 
allowed the earldom of Devon, (1335) in which higher dignity it remained merged, till 
by the attainder of Thomas the sixth earl in 1461, it with hk other hoiioars beeame 

« H« wM nunmoMdto piriSameiit the 45 Hoi. III. 
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foifeitecL He^ and his brothen Henry and John, dying 8.p., the earldom and barony of 
Courtenay would have bUen, had not the attainders interrupted the descent, unto Jane 
and Elizabeth their sisters, whereof the latter married Sir Hugh Conway, s.p. ; and the 
* YUe Deron. fonner (Jane)* married first Sir Roger Clifford, and secondly Sir William Knevit 

Tbonai Cooitenajy Wb. earl of Deron.-^ 

Thomtft, 6tii «tfl, Henry, beheaaed John, dain at Boger CUf-^amFsSir Wm. Kne- ElisabeUi, m. Hvgh 
attainted 1461, a.p. at Sarnm, a. p. Tewkalmrj, a. p. foid. (1 h.) I ret. (2 h.) Conwmy, a. p. 

Charlea, only 8on.=r=Anne, dan. of Sir WQUam Kneret. lilary, mar. Sir Tlio. Wingileld. Barbara, mar Dmry. 

Edward«nFMargery, dan. of ... . hKjtaa, WUUam, a* p. Jane, mar. WlUiam Cox, Baq., of ... . oo. Snfiblk. 

DofoUiy, only Child. 



CRESSIE, OB CRESSY.— (22 Edw. I.) 

William de Crxsst had summons to parliament the 22 and 25 Edw. I. ; but Sir 
Harris Nicolas, in his Peerage Synopsis, doubts whether they were either of them regu- 
lar writs of summons. That of the 22 Edw. I. was admitted in the Boos case, and a 
parliament was certainly holden at Westminster in the said year, when a great plea be- 
t Rot. PaiL^ tween William de Vescy and John Fitz-Thomas was brought forwanLf Also a parlia- 
ment was holden the 25 Edw. I., in which the great charter, and charter of the forests 
was confirmed. Whether the said William de Creasy was present therein, there is no 
evidence to show beyond the writ calling him thereto, and the presumption that he would 
have been fined as a baron had he not attended, of which there is not any mention in 
the Records of the Exchequer. But he was never again summoned to any other parlia- 
ments, and died s.p. 



Vol. i. p. 127. 



fCBETING.— (6 Edw. III.) 

John, son of Adam de Creting, who was slain in the wars of Gascbny the 22 Edw. L, 
having also served himself in the same wars, and likewise in those of Scotland, in the 4 
Edw. III., obtained a charter for free warren in all his demesne lands at Great Stockton, 
in the county of Huntingdon, and the 6 Edw. III. had summons to parliament by seve- 
ral writs for the same year, but not after, nor any of his descendants ; so that Dugdale 
observes ^' I have no more to say of him.'' 
tVol.ii.p.221. '^ Noble's Memoirs^ of the Cromwell family, he states that the heiress of Adam 

de Creting, of Cretingsbury, married into the knightly family of De Wauton, seated at 
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Great Stonghton, in the county of Huntington, of which was Valentine Wauton, a dis- 
tinguished officer under Cromwell. This Adam was most likely a descendant from John 
de Creting^ the baron. 



CRIOL.— (22 Edw. I.) 

The family of Criol was one of great consequence and possessions in the counties of 
Kent, Esser, and Hertfordshire, its chief seat being at Ostenhanger in Kent. 

Nicholas de Criol was warden of the dnque ports ; and by Joane his wife, daughter 
and heir of William de Aubelrille, a baron of great feudal estates, (which Joane after- 
wards remarried Henry de Sandwidi,*) had issue * oric. 52 

Nicholas de Criol, who was summoned to the two so much doubted, (by Sir Harris ? "'^H^ * ^^' 
Nicolas) regular parliaments of the 22 and 25 Edw. I., but never after. He married Mar- 
gery, daughter of GKlbert Peche, and had a son Nicholas, who was nerer summoned to 
parliament, but whose issue male (though all unnoticed by Dugdale) long continued to 
Sir Thomas Criol, slain at tiie battle of St. Albans, 38 Hen. YI., leaving two daughters 
his coheirs ; of which, Elizabeth married John Bourchier, esq.; and Alice wedded John 



CROMWELL.— (1 Edw. II.) 

John de Cbomwbll bad summons to parliament among the barons of the realm, from 
1 Edw. II. to 9 Edw. III.> about which time he died. He married Idonea, second daugh- 
ter and coheir of Robert de Vipount, a great feudal baron, the widow of Roger de Ley- 
bourne ; but not having any issue by her, the inheritance of Vipount passed into the 
family of De Clifford, descended from Isabel the other daughter and coheir of Robert de 
Vipount, who married Roger de Clifford. 

Ralph Cromwell, successor to' John, had summons from 49 Edw. III. to 23 Ric. 
II., and died 1398. This Ralph is said by Dugdale^ to have been son and heir of John ; 
but, imless he was son by another wife, he could not be so by Idonea de Leyboume, for 
the reason before given ; and if he was a son by another wife, he must have been very 
young at his father's death, circ. 9 Edw. III., 1335 : for the period firom that time to 23 
Ric. II., the date of his last writ of summons is above sixty years. He could scarcely 

» AU ratliorities excepting Dugdale Tcpretent John de Cromwell to here died s.pM and the next fiinunoned to 
have been Ba^h Cromirell, by Mine celkd lui broUier. In Tlioroton't Nbttingfaam, toL in., p. 170, is a pedigree 
<0f Cranwdl, ihowing John to h«?e died Lp. ; and a MS. per T. C. Brooke, in the College of Anna, statea the aame. 
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be brother^ for then supposing he was only twenty years old at the death of John^ he 
would haye been between eighty and ninety yean old $ certainly not impossiblej but 
rather improbable : the point is of this effect, viz. if John died 8«p., his barony became 
extinct with him, and then a new barony was created in Ralph, taking its date from his 
first writ of summons, the 49 EULw. III. 

From a pedigree, (penes auct) it would seem he was great-nephew to John, and 
was .only his successor so far that he was next of the £EuniIy summoned to parliament, 
and was the founder of this barony ; bis call to parliament being probably in virtue of 
descent from R<^ert de Tatshall, a baron lord of TatahaUs in die CQunty of Tineobi, He 
married Maud, daughter of John, and sister and heir to her brother William de Bemake; 
which John was son of Alice, wife of Sir William Bemaka, daughter and heir of Robert 
Driby by Joane his wife, one of the sisters and coheirs of Robeert de Tatshall^ by wUch 
m^rn^ge die castle of Tatshall and other great property was acquired to the Cromwell 
hfooHy^ He died in 1398, leaving Ralph his son and heir, who had summons from the 
1 Hen. IV. to the 4 Hen, V. Ralph his son and heir had the like summons from tibe 1 
to ike 3S Hen, VI., and died in 1455, s.p., leaving Maud his sister and heir, who married 
Sir Richard Stanhope^ and by him had two daughters, her coheirs; via., Maud, who mar- 
ried Robert lord WUloughby de Rresby, and had issue, now extinct ; and Jeane^ or Jane^ 
who married Humphrey Bourchier, hereafter mentioned. 

The following pedigree, though differing from Dugdale's statement, accords more 
correctly with the public records relating to the fieimily. 

Table I. 
M8. N; 8, per T, C. Bro0k9p in Cott, Arm. 
Ralph Cromwell, married Margaret, danghter and ooheir of Roger de Someri.— CVmit. 3 Bdw, /.-« 

John Cromwell, married Idonea de Lejiram, Ralph Cromwell, ob.^Joane de la Hare, ob. 

rnimmonnd to parliament 1 Bdward II., a. p. dre. 9 Edward III. I 9 Angnat, 1S48. 



UlcW, 18 Edward III. Ralph, ob. 1355.^Amieia, dan. and at length coheir of Roger de BeDera, 24 Edw. Ill 
Ralph Cromwell, aommoned to parliamenlrpBfand de Bemake, heireaa &r Richard, 9 Margaret. 



49 Edward III., obilt 1399. 



of TitahaU, ob. 1419. Riehaid II. Joan. 



Ralph, et. SO, an.^;Johanna .... Maad, mar. Sir Wil- Hawiae, mar. Thomaa Elisabedi, mar. lat Sfar 



1S98, obiit 1416, 
▼itft matria. 



a widow the liam Fita WilliaBi* lord BmsMt, YiO^ Joha CMften, Sod 9w 
5 Hen. V. of Sprotboroogh. Bardojf, Edward Benatead. 



Ralph, third lord Cromwell, et 26, anno 1419, mar. Margaret, dan. of John lord Mand, aiatei^Sir Rac. Stan- 
D'Einoonrt, ob. 1455, a. p. ; both buried at Tatahall. — Mon, ibidtm, and heir I hope, knight. 

Henry, obiit Mand, mar. lat Robert lord Willooghbj,* 2nd Sir Ger- Joane,t mar. lat Sir Humphrey Boor* 
1453, a. p. Taae Clifton, B.p., 3rd Thomaa Nerill, a. p. cfaier, 2nd Sir Robert RatelUfe, a.p.(?) 



• TidaWiUBiifhbjoCBMibr. Had Imim, iMg Mum exttiMt. ThU tedy WiDoaghbf b buiM •* TatabtfL 

t 9heli b«ricdatTtUhiai.fb. iai«ar«l^U'«. 
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Tabu II. 
Ralph lord CjromweU.-i 



Ralph lord Cromwell. Eluabeth, mar. Sir John CUfton, knt.— I^cfe C^<m. Matilda or Haiid.npWm. Flti William. 
Ralph lord Cromwell, s.p., 1416. Maud, aster and heir, whoae issue erentoally became extinct. John Fits William. 

Jokn Fits William. 
William Fits William. 



^J^liam Fits ^HlUam, only son, ob. 1494. 



1. Jonn Fits 2. Richard, s. p. Margery, annt and coheir of heic^Iliomas Snthill, of Dorodiy.— Fiiie 
WOliam.-! 3. William, s. p. nephew William Fits William. j Snthill Hall, Esq. Table III. 

William Fits WiOsam, only Sir Henry Savile, of Thomhill aBd;?=Elisabeth Snthill, onlys=RiGhard Gascoigne. 



son, obiit s. p. Tankersley. (Ist husband.) j daughter and heir. (2nd husband.) 

Edward SayUe, mar. Mary, dan. and heir of Sir Richard John Dorothy SaTile, died before her brother, mar. 
Leigh, of St. Albans, diroroed by the Bcclcsissttcal Court, Savile, John Kaye, of Okenshaw, but had not any legi- 
— -^ras many yean an idiot, ob. 1604., a. p. 1. s. p. timate issue after marriage. Hojpkmumi M88. 

Tablb hi. 
COPLEY OF SPROTBOROUGH. 

Sir Wm. Copley.=pDorothy, dan. & ooh. of Sir W. Fits William, & aunt & ooh. of Wm. Fits William of Sprotborough 

Philq>, son and heir, will dated 31 May, 1567,=f 1^^> daughter of Sir Bryan Hastings, will dated 18 April, 1589, 
died 19 October, 1577. | proved 26 January, 1598, buried 8 June, 1597. 

William, son and heir, ^Elizabeth Alverly Copley of^oan, daughter of Simon Gunby, of Swinflete, 

buried 1598. Bosrile. Warren Hall. I in the county of Lincoln. 



Godfrey, bur. Ralph, John, Wil- Maud, Edith, Joan, Elisabeth, mar- Wm.,lieirof^pDorothy,d.ofWm.Routh, 

of Rowmley, com. Derby, 
buried 7 Scqpt., 1638. 

Sir Godfrey Copley, son and heir, created a baronetqFEleanor, daughter of Sir lliomas Walmsley, of Dunkenhalgh, 
17 June, 1661, buried February 1677-8. I in the county of Lancaster, buried 18 November, 1649. 



29 NoTem., liam, all died s. p. all died unmarried, ried, but died entail, living 
1633, s. p. Tit&fratris. vitft fratris. s. p. vi. fratris. 1639. 



>netnFElea 
lintl 



Catherine, youngest daughter and coh. of John=Y=Sir Godfrey, son and heir,=Gertmde, daughter of Sir John Carew, 
Pnrcel, of Nanteribbe, co. Montgom. (1st w.) | died in April, 1709. of Anthony, co. Cornwall. (2nd w.) 

Godney, died young, William and Godfrey, Catherine, solePpJoseph Moyle, 2nd son Eleanor and Isabella, 
▼it& patris. died young, vit. pat. surriving issue. I of Sir Walter Moyle. both died young. 

I ' 

Joseph Moyle, took the name of Copley, created a bart.=f=Bfary, daughter of John Francis Buller, of Morrell, 
the 15 of August, 1778, died 1781. | in the county of Cornwall. 

Sir Lionel Copley, son and heir, died Sir Joseph, brotheic=Lady Cecil Catherine, Juliana, Anne, 

1, 4 March, 1806, Kt. 39. and heir. Hamilton. Charlotte, Bfary. 



BOURCHIER LORD CROMWELL.— (1 Edw. IV.) 

Sir Humphry Bourchier^ third son of Henry^ earl of Essex, was summoned to parlia- 
ment, sometimes as Humphry Bowrchier de Cranuoelly at others as Humphry Dom. Cromwell, 

VOL. I. X 
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Chk^, or as Humphry Cromwell. Chiv^, from the 1 to tihe 9 Edw. IV. He died s.p.> in 
1471 ; and on the death of the lady Joane^ his wife, in 1479, the barony of Cromwell is 
considered to have fallen into abeyance among the representatives of her mother's aunts, 
viz., Maud, who married Sir William Fitz- William, of Sprotborough, in the county of 
York; Hawyse, who married Thomas lord Bardolf; and Elizabeth, who married first 
Sir John Clifton, and secondly Sir Edward Benstead, knight. 

Of these ladies, Maud had issue a son. Sir John, whose male line continued for se- 
veral successions until it terminated^ in two daughters, coheirs; viz., Margery, who mar- 
ried Thomas Suthill, and had an only daughter and heir EUzabeth, who married Sir 
Henry Savile, of 'Rinkersley, knight; and Dorothy, who married Sir William Copley, of 
Copley, in the county of York, whose descendant in the eldest line. Sir Oodfrey Copley, 
was created a baronet in 1661, who by his first vrife had a son Sir Godfrey, the second 
baronet,' who died in 1709, when the title became extinct; and by his second wife had 
three daughters, whereof Dorothy married Sir Michael Wentworth ; Elizabeth, William 
Wombwell, of Wombwell, esq. ; and Catharine married Sir Greorge Cook, bart. 

Of the issue of Hawyse, who married Thomas lord Bardolf, mention is made under 
that article ; but it is to be observed, that though the attainder of lord Bardolf affected 
that barony, yet the interest in the barony of Cromwell, being derived from their mother, 
could not be affected thereby, and as such remains vested in her coheirs general, the pre- 
sent lord Beaumont, and the earl of Abingdon. 

Of Elizabeth, the third daughter, vrife of Sir John Clifton, it has been noticed un- 
der that head, that her heir general was the heir general of Knevet. Sir William Kne- 
vet, grandson of Sir John Knevet, who married Elizabeth, daughter of Constantine, son 
and heir of Sir John Clifton, by Elizabeth Cromwell, was attainted in 1483 ; but his 
descendant Sir Philip was created a baronet in 1611, with whose son Robert, the second 
* Vide Clifton, baronet, the titie became extinct, circ. 1699.* 



CROMWELL, OP Wimbledon.— (28 Hbn. VIIL) 

Thomas Cromwell was summoned to parliament the 8th of June, 28 Hen. VIIL, as 
Thomas Cromwell, de Wimbleton, ChW, and on the 18th of July, the last day of the par- 
liament, 28 Hen. VIII., is recited by Dugdale to have been admitted by writ and patent. 
He was afterwards created earl of Essex, and the following year attainted and beheaded, 
and his honours forfeited. 

Gregory Cromwell, son and heir of the said earl Thomas, had summons to parlia- 

* Vide Bsnks's Donnant and Extinct Baronage, and Gollina's Peerage, sub titolo Fits- William. 
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ment from the 31 Hen. VIIL, to the 2 Edw. VL, as Gregory Cromwell^ Chk^. Henry 
Cromwell) his son^ who had the like summons, from the 5 to 31 queen Elizabeth, ob. 
1592. Edward, son and heir of Henry had summons bom the 35 queen Elizabeth, 
to the 3 James I., and died 1607* 

Thomas, son and heir of Ekiward, does not appear to have been ever summoned^ 
but was created earl of Ardglass, in Ireland, and died 1653. Wingfield CromweU, second 
earl of Ardglass, had summons the 13 Charles II., to the English parliament. He died 
in 1668, leaving Thomas his son and heir, the third earl ; who had the like summons the 
31 and 32 Car. II. ; dying s.p., he was succeeded by his uncle Vere Essex, brother to 
Wingfield, the third earl. This Vere Essex was summoned to the English parliament 
1 Jac II.; but dying in 16S7, without issue male, the earldom of Ardglass became extinct, 
and the right to the barony of Cromwell devolved upon his only daughter and heir 
Elizabeth, who married Edward Southwell, esq., whose eldest grandson Edward South- 
well, being one of the coheirs of the ancient barony of De Clifford, had the same allowed 
to him; but Edward his son, the next baron, dying in 1832, s.p., the barony of De 
Clifford fell into abeyance between the issue of his sisters, his coheirs ; and with it also 
this barony of Cromwell. The abeyance of the barony of De Clifford has since been 
determined ; but that termination is not considered to have affected this barony, which 
still remains open to a similar favour from the crown. 



DACRE.— (14 Edw. II,) 

Ralph de Dacre, according to Dugdale, had summons to parliament from the 28 Edw, 
I. to the 12 Edw. II. ; but militating not a little against the accredited accuracy of that 
eminent baronagian, the name of Ralph de Dacre does not appear in the summonses of 
those years. However, from the 14 Edw. II. to the 20 Edw. II., it is mentioned, and 
also to the 12 Edw. Ill, in the year following of which he died. He married Mar- 
garet, dau^ter and heir of Thomas de Multon, baron of Gillesland, and thereby acquired 
that ancient baronial territory. William his son and heir had summons from the 24 to 
the 34 Edw. III., the year following of which he died, s.p., leaving Ralph his brother and 
heir,^ summoned from the 36 to the 47 Edw. III. ; soon after when he died, (1375) leav- 
ing Hugh his next brother his heir, summoned from the 50 Edw. III. to the 7 Rie. IL, 
in which year he died, and was succeeded by William his son, who had summons from 
the 7 Ric. II. to the 5 Hen. lY. ; his son and heir, 

Thomas de Dacre had summons the 14 Hen. IV. ; in which writ, for the first time, 

« At fhe time of laooeeding to the barony he waa a priest, azid rector of the church of Preatooote. 
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the addition of GiUesland is inserted, indicating thereby that although Ralph, the person 
summoned the 14 Edw. II., was so summoned, probably jure uxoris Margaret, the heiress 
of Thomas de Multon, yet the operation of the said writ would create a distinct barony, 
it being personal, and not bearing any allusion to the barony of Multon : nevertheless, 
the two baronies would become descendable in the same course of inheritance, and com- 
bined together, unless the one could be considered as a continuance of the other, as the 
possession of GiUesland seems to have carried with it the baronial right of parliamentary 
summons. From the aforesaid 14 Hen. IV., Thomas de Dacre continued to be sum- 
moned to the 33 Hen. YI., inclusive, (1455), with the same addition of GiUesland. This 
Thomas died the 36 Hen. YI., having had issue three sons, viz : Thomas, Ralph or 
Ranulph, and Humphry. Of these Thomas died vupaLy leaving a daughter Joane, heir- 
ess to her grandfather in the barony of Dacre. But it appears that by virtue of a fine 
levied by Thomas her grandfather, and an entail made thereon, of the baronial territory 
of Oillesland, and other capital manors, &c., in favour of the heir male of his family, 
Ranulph de Dacre was found, upon his death, to be his next heir male, and thereupon had 
summons to parliament the 38 Hen. YI., as Ranulph Dacre de GiUesland ; while in the 
same year, Richard Fienes, who had married Joane, the granddaughter and heiress, as 
before mentioned, of Thomas the baron, who died the 36 Hen. YI., had also summons 
by writ, directed ^^ Richard Fenys, Domino de Dacre, MUiti.^' Thus the barony of Dacre, 
under the writ of summons of the 14 Edw. II., was acquired by the Fenys, or Fiennes 
&mily. 

John, eldest son and heir apparent to this Richard, the first Fiennes lord Dacre, 
died vi. pat., leaving by Alice his wife, daughter and coheir of Henry lord Fitz-Hugh, 
Thomas, successor to his grandfather, in the barony of Dacre, and a coheir to the barony of 
Fitz-Hugh. He had simunons to parliament as ^^ Thomas Fiennes de Dacre^^ from the 
11 Hen YIL to the 25 Hen. YIII. Thomas, his eldest son and heir apparent died in his 
lifetime, leaving another Thomas, successor to his grandfather, who in 1541 was executed 
and attainted. He had issue a son Thomas, who died young, and a son Gregory, who 
with his sister Margaret were restored by act of parliament. This > 

Gregory lord Dacre was summoned to parliament from the 5 to the 35 queen Eliz- 
abeth, but died the year following, s.p., leaving Margaret his sister and heir, who married 
Sampson Lennard, esq. and transferred to his family this barony of Dacre. 

From the family of Lennard, the barony of Dacre, through the heir female, has 
passed to that of Roper, and lastly into that of Brand, which now enjoys it, and being an 
extant barony, its descent may be found in the printed peerages of the day. One re- 
mark however only remains for observation, as to its legal precedency ; the first Ralph 
Dacre had summons to parliament personally, without any distinction of barony, the 14 
Edw. IL; the same form of writ continued to his successors untill the 14 Hen. lY., when 
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Thomas, then lord Dacre, was summoned with the addition of GiUesland, thereby inti- 
mating that was his barony, following the territorial possession of the baronial land ; that 
land passed by licence of the crown to the heir male Ranulph, who thereupon had sum- 
mons to parliament as lord Dacre of Gillesland; but the heir general of Ralph the baron, 
14 Eklw. IL, married Richard Fiennes, who had not any blood of Dacre in him. He was 
summoned to parliament as Richard Fenys lard Dacre. This summons created him lord 
Dacre, which would seem to be a new barony in him ; for though his wife was heiress of 
the personal honour, there was no courtesy of that personal tide; courtesy only apper- 
taining to property, and the baronial property was not in her. She was heiress to the 
barony of Mutton of Gillesland ; if that barony be not considered to have emanated from, 
and have attended upon the possession of that territory. 



DACRE, OP QiLLBSLAND. — (38 Hen. VI.) 

Ranulph Dacre, brother and heir male of the last Tlomas, having succeeded to the pos- 
session of Gillesland, was summoned to parliament (as before mentioned) the 38 Hen. VI. 
by the same designation as his brother Thomas, viz., Bawulph Dacre de GiUesland. He 
was afterwards slain in the battle at Towton, and by act of parliament attainted the I 
Edw. IV. But as the baronial land of Gillesland stood entailed to heirs male, the same 
was not affected legally by his attiunder; and he dying s.p., his brother Humphrey be- 
came heir thereto. But this 

Humphrey Dacre stood also attainted, whereby his right was also forfeited. He 
however obtained so much favour thereafter, that the 13 Edw. lY. he was restored in 
blood and lands, and the attainders against himself and his brother Ranulph were made 
void ; and at the same time sundry entails of many manors, as well to the lord Dacre, 
the heir male, as to Fenys the heir general, were conferred; wherein according to Prynne* 
is to be noted a pedigree for the line of the lord Dacre. Moreover in the 22 Edw IV., 
and 1 Ric; III., he had summons to parliament as lord Dacre of GKllesland. He died 
the 1 Hen. VII., leaving 

Thomas his son and heir, who had summons in the 1, 3, 6, and 7 Hen. YIII., as 
Thomas Dacre de Dacre, when also was summoned TTumuia Fenys de Dacre Chinf. He 
died in 1525, having married Elisabeth, granddaughter and heir of Ralph lord Grey- 
stoke, by which marriage he brought that barony into his family. ^ 

* PryniM's AMdgement of the Tower Reeords, p. 691. 

^ He acquired alio a moiety of the anoieDt beroniee of Bolebee and Botder of Wemme, a fourth of Montficfaet, 
and a third of a moietj of the old barony of Merley of Morpeth. 
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William Dacre his son and heir^ the 21 Hen. VIII. had summons to parliament 
among the barons, in which smnmons he is styled ^^WiUiam Dacre de Dacre ^ Greystock 
CMv^/^ He was afterwards smnmoned in the 25 Hen. VIII. as fVittiam Dacre de GiUes-^ 
fandy without the addition of Greystock. In the 28 Hen. VIII., he is mentioned to have 
sate as lord Dacre of Greystock, and Fenys as lord Dacre of the South. In the 31 Hen. 
VIII. he is named lord Dacre of the North, and placed next below Fienes, styled Dacre 
del South. In the 33 and 35 Hen. VIII., he is denominated only William Dacre Chev^. 
Thus, with these various descriptions, he continued to be summoned till the 5 and 6 
Phil, and Mary. He died in 1563, having had issue four sons, whereof Leonard and 
Edward were attainted and died s.p«, temp, queen Elizabeth. Francis the youngest was 
also attainted, and died circ. 8 Car. I., leaving a son Ralph or Randal, as named in the 
Parish Register of Oreystoke, who died 8.p., in 1634, and was buried at Greystoke, being 
the last heir male of this line. 

Thomas, the eldest son of William lord Dacre, succeeded his father, but never had 
summons to parliament. He died in 1569, leaving one son George and three daughters, 
of which Anne married Philip, earl of Arundel ; Mary, Thomas lord Howard, of Walden, 
s.p. ; and Elizabeth wedded lord William Howard, half brother to Philip, earl of Arundel. 
George, the only son, and last lord Dacre of Gillesland, had summons to parliament 
the 3 queen Eliz., but is stated to have been then if{/ra tetatem. He died s.p., and the 
Dacre estate was divided between his sisters and coheirs, in which partition the earl of 
Arundel got the possession of Greystock, and lord William Howard obtained Naworth, 
&c. If this barony of Dacre be considered to have been created by writ of summons, 
the lords Stourton and Petre are the coheirs general of Anne, the wife of Philip, earl of 
Arundel; and the earl of Carlisle is the heir general of Elizabeth, the wife of lord Wil- 
liam Howard ; and in these noblemen is similarly vested in abeyance the ancient barony 
of Greystock, so for as it was acquired by the marriage of Thomas, second baron Dacre of 
Gillesland, with Elizabeth the heiress thereof, and the summons to parliament of Wil- 
liam his son, by that title the 21 Hen. VIII. But as the territory of Gillesland stood 
limited to heirs male, and that limitation, or entail, was confirmed by Edward^IV. when 
the attainder of Himiphrey Dacre was made void, it would seem the descent of the barony 
was governed thereby: yet upon the reerfence of the case to the commissioners appointed 
to determine the claim of Leonard Dacre as heir male, and the sisters of George Lord 
Dacre as coheirs general, the barony was decided to be vested in them, and in abeyance. 
It may here be observed, that Charles Howard, great grandson of lord William 
Hovrard, was a colonel in the parliament army under Oliver Cromwell; and was one of 
those whom the protector created to take place as lords, and have that dignity in all 
* Morgan's commissions, by the title of baron Gillesland, and viscount Howard of Morpeth, July 
^?^ ®"- 20th, 1657.* In which tities, after tiie restoration, he was so far confirmed, that he was 



J 
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created baron Dacres^ viscount Morpeth^ and earl of Carlisle^ by patent 20 Aprils 1661, 
being the only person, excepting general Monk, who appears to have had the Cromwelian 
honours recognized, or regranted. 



COPY OF THE WRIT 



BY WHICH Cromwell's lords were called to parliament. 



Oliver, Lord Protector of the Commonwealth of England, Scotland, and Ireland, and 
the Dominions and Territories thereunto belonging. To Our Trusty and beloved son 
Lord Richard Cromwell Greeting. 

WtilEREAs, by the Advice and Assent, our Council for certain great and weighty 
affairs concerning us, the state and defence of the said Commonwealth, we ordained our 
present parliament to be held at our City of Westminster, the I7th day of September, 
in the year of our Lord 1656, and there to consult and advise with the Knights, Citiasens, 
and Burgesses of our said Commonwealth, which Parliament was then and there held 
and continued until the 26th day of June last past, and then adjourned until the 20th day 
of January now next coming. Therefore we command and firmly enjoin you, that, con- 
sidering the difficulty of the said affairs, and imminent dangers, all excuses being set aside, 
you be personally present at Westminster aforesaid, the sud 20th day of January next 
coming, there to treat, confer, and give your advice with us, and with the great Men and 
Nobles, in and concerning the affairs aforesaid. And this, as you love our honour and 
safety, and the defence of the Commonwealth aforesaid, you shall no wise omit. 
Witness ourself at Westminster the 10th day of December, 1657* 



DAGWORTH.— (21 Edw. III.) 

Thomas de Dagworth, an eminent commander in the wars of France, temp, the 
martial reign of Edw. III., had summons to parliament the 21 and 22 Edw. III., but 
never after, which might be from his being so continually employed in the military affairs 
with that country, where after so many glorious exploits he had at last the misfortune to 
be slain in an engagement with the French, the 33 Edw. III. He married Eleanor, 
widow of James Butler, earl of Ormond, daughter of Humphry Bohun, earl of Hereford, 
by Elizabeth his wife, daughter of king Edward I. by his second queen ; to whom suc- 
ceeded, as said by Dugdale, 
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Nicholas de Dagwoiih his son^ who like his father was fieunous for his military 
achievements in France^ but was not very popular in the reign of Richard II. He never 
had summons to parliament ; nor is it noticed by Dugdale when he died, nor whether he 
* Vol. 3. was married, or had issue. According to Blomfield, in his history of Norfolk,* he mar- 
Erpr H. ^^ Alianor, daughter of Walter, and sister and coheir to Sir John Bosale, of Shropshire, 

knt., but died in 1401, and was buried at Blickling church, in Norfolk, leaving Thomasine 
his sister and heir, who married WiUiam lord Fumival, who thereby obtained the manor 
of Dagworth. If this Nicholas was son of Thomas de Dagworth, he had another sister 
Eleanor, who was the first wife of Walter lord Fitz Walter, but died s. p., before the 
said Nicholas. 

Roger de Scaccario, proaTiu. — Rot. ParLt vol, u, p. 426-7. 

Lawrence, snu to John de Dagworth and to Hamon Pereiell. 
I : TZ — ' _ I I : T^ 



Simoni aYnncnliu to John Dagworth Mand, sistex^John Dag- Lora, aiater & coh. mar. Beatrice, sia-^John 
and Hamon Pererel, a. p. and coh. I worth. William Peyforer. ter and coh. I Pererel. 

John Dagworth. Hawyse, married R^^inald Hamon Peverel. — Pieoi tgnid London, 14 Edward U,, 

I Heriisoim. ». 4. Rot. Pari., vol. i., pp. 426-7. 

I ' I 

Nicholas, son and heir of John Dag- lliomaB, smnmoned tO^Eleanor or Alianor, widow of James, Earl of 



worth, — ^liTery of Dagworth manor. pari. 21 and 22 Edw. 

Orig. 6 Bdw. HI., Rot. 14 ^ 15. III., ob. 33 Edw. III. 



Ormond, dan. of Hnmphrej Bohun, earl of Her- 
eford.— iZe^. Wwton, Orleton, 18, 123, 6. 



Nicholas mar. Alianore Boeale, Eleanor mar. Walter Lord Fits-Walter. — Reg. niomaaine mar. WiIEam 

ob. 1401, 8.p. Wmton. Bdindon, 118, 43, 6, 8.p. lord Fumiyal. 

lyAMORIE.— (11 Edw, IL) ^ 

Sib Roger D'Amorie had summons to parliament the 11, 12, 13, and 14 Edw. IL 

He married Elizabeth, one of the sisters and coheirs of Gilbert de Clare, earl of Glou- 

cester, who had before been married to John de Buigh, earl of Ulster, and to Theobald 

t Dng. Bar. de Verdon, — by which lady he had an only daughter and heir Elizabeth,f who married 

t TideB^olf ^^^ ^^^d Bardolf ; whose grandson Thomas lord Bardolf was attaintedj, whereby all his 

honours were forfeited. Collins, and the Irish Compendium, mention another daughter 

§ Dug. Bar. Eleanor, who married John de Raleigh: but Dugdale states § her to have been named 

^'^^' Agnes in the will of her mother, Elizabeth de Clare ; and her sister Isabel Bardolf, and 

not Elizabeth, as before mentioned. 

RICHARD lyAMORIE.— (20 Edw. II.) 

Richard, presumed to be Nephew of Roger, baron IFAmorie (i. e, according to Collins, 
son of his brother Nicholas D^Amorie) had summons to parliament from the 20 Edw. 
II. to the 4 Edw. III., and died circ. the latter year, leaving 
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Richard IFAmorie bis son and heir, but he never had summons to pariiament, and 
dying in 1375, s.p., the barony became extinct Dogdale states, that upon his death, 
Elizabeth, and Alianor, sisters to Sir John Chandos, and Isabel, daughter of Maigaret, 
the third sister, then the wife of Sir John Annesley, knight, were his heirs, but does not 
mention in what manner they were so. This is somewhat explained by Lodge, in his 
Peerage of Irdand,* under the title of '^Armesley Viscount Valentia^ wherein he soys * ^oL IL 
that the said Sir John Annesley, in right of Isabel his wife, in 1376 had livery of the 
manor of Hedyngton and hundred of Belyndon, and Northgate in Oxfordshire ; which 
Sir Richard I^Amory, who died 1375, held for life in fee-farm. Still it does not appear 
how these coheirs of Sir John Chandos were connected with the family of IKAmory. — 
Vide Originalia, 50 Edw. III., Rot. 6.: viz., Elizabeth Chandos, Roger Colyng, and Alia- 
nor his wife, John Annesley, and Isabel his wife, coheirs to Sir John Chandos, for the 
manor of Hedyngdon, &c., in the county of Oxford. 



IPARCIE, OR DARCT.— (45 Hen. III., and 22 Edw. I.) 

PniiiiP jyABGis, fifth in descent from Norman I^Arcie^ who at the general survey held 

thirty-three manors in the county of Lincoln, married Isabel one of the sisters, and 

eventually coheirs to her brother Roger Bertram, of Mitford, an eminent northern barpn, 

in the county of Northumberland, had summons to the parliament convened by the Iqng 

to meet in London, the 45 Hen. Ill.rf shortly after when he died, the 48 Hen. III., f Omt. Boi. 

leaving issue, 46H«n.ni. 

Norman D'Arcie his son and heir, who had summons to parliament the 22 Edw. I., 
but in the writ no time, nor place is mentioned for meeting ; but nevertheless a parlia- 
ment was holden at Westminster in that year,t which as no otiher summons appears on ^ |^ p^, 
record, must be considered to be holden in pursuance of the said writ. He died the 24 
Edw. I., leaving his son and heir 

PhUip Darcy, a person of great action in his time, and in eminent employments 
during the reigns of Edw. I. and IL, and said by Dugdale to have been summoned to par- 
liament from the 25 to the 34 Edw. L Te^ in his Index of lists of Summons, the 
name of Philip is further noticed ; viz., in the 20 Edw. II., and the 1, 2, 4, 5, and 6 
Edw. IIL, when he must have been an aged man, if, as Dugdale writes, he was forty years 
old on the death of his unde Thomas Darcy, the 27 Edw. I. 

When he died, or whom he mairied, the same author does not mention, but that he 
had three sons, Norman, Robert, and John, which last two died s*p., and two chnigfatws^ 
namely, Julian, who married Sir Peter de limbery; and Agnes, who married Sir Roger 
Pedwarduie. 

VOL. I. Y 
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Norman Dwrcj, the eldest lon^ succeeded his father^ with whom he was in the in- 
surrection of Thomas^ earl of Lancaster^ temp. Eidw. 11.^ but obtained his pardon^ though 
it does not appear that he ever had summons to parliament. He died circ. 14 Eklw. IIL, 
leaving a son Philip^ who died soon after, it^a mtatem, s.p.5 wherd>y his aunts Julian 
and Agnes, became his coheirs ; with whose representatiyes the barony is in abeyance, 
provided the writs of summons of their £Etther Philip may be deemed the creation of a 
personal descendable honour. 

Tablx I. 

DARCY.— (rnsT BARomr.) 

Philip Darcy .^Isabel, lister and coheir of Roger Bertram of Mitford. 



Norman Darcy, inmmoned to parliament 22 Edw. 1., ob. 24 Edw. I.sp 

I It 

1. PtiUq), summoned to parliament 25 Edw. T.=r=Eleanor 2. J6tm,—Vide TUIe 17. 3. Robert. 

1. Norman, ob.^Iiabella. 2. Robert, 8.p. Julian, danghteiqFFliilip or Peter Anne, daoriiter and eolMir mar. 
14 Edw. III. I 3. John, a. p. and oobeir. I de Limbry. Roger de Fedwardme. 

Philip Darcy, ob. Philip Limbry .^ Eleanor, niter of Philip, and aunt and^Nidiolas Remake. 

a. p. 1362. I ' heir of John limbry. | 

John Limbry, A daughter, Margaret.=pJames BeUers, Agnes, mar. William Ettsabetii, mar. WiUiam 
B. p. s. p. of Ketleby. Wimbidi. * Wingfield. 

John.^ 

John, ob. B. p. 14 Marina, mar. Sir Thomas Green, Joanna, mar. William Eleanor, mar. William Ros- 
Edw. lY. of Greens Norton.-i VUliers, of Brookesby. kin, of MeHon Mowbray. 

lliree daughters, coheirs, from one of which descended Cornelius Heathoote Rhodes, of Barlborougfa, eo. Deiby, Esq. 

* Th« Una of WimbUh eontined for five dMoenU, and ended in two sisten, oohein of ThomM Wimlrith, temp, queen Eliabetk 
Fraaees menried Sir Biehard Townley, of Townley; and Etbdred married Franda Norton, whose daughter Elimbeth marfied 
Sir Sdward Barton, of Whenby, oo. York. 



JOHN DARCY.— Second Barony.— (6 Edw. II.) 

John Darcy^ second son of Norman^ and next brother to Philip, the baron before men- 
tioned, had summons to parliament the 6 and 7 I^dw. III. as John Darcy Le Courin ; in 
the 16th as John Darcy only. He died in 1347, and was succeeded by John his son and 
heir, by Emeline his first wife, daughter and heir of Walter Heron. 

John, next lord Darcy, had summons to parliament, firom the 22 to the 28 Ekiw. III., 
as John Darcy de Knayth. He married Elizabeth, daughter and heir of Nicholas baron 
MeynilL John, his eldest son, died i$^a aiaiem, s.p., wherefore Philip his brother was 
the next baron, and had summons to parliament from the 1 to the 21 Richard II., as 
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mp Darcy* His son John had the like summons from the 23 Ric. II. to the 18 
Hen. IV. (141 1), in which year he died, leaving Philip his son and heir, who died in 1418, 
under age, leaving Elizabeth, who married Sir James Strangways, and Margery, who be- 
came the wife of Sir John Conyers, his two daughters and coheiresses, and the barony in 
abeyance between them. 

Tablb II. 

DARCY. — (tBGOND BABOMT.) 

John Darcj, leoond Mm of Nonnaii, and brother to Philip, ram-^^Enieliiie, dsoi^iter and coheir of Walter Heron, of 
moned to pariiament 6 Edward III., ob. 1347. I Haderton, oo. Northumberland. 

Jolm le Plti, Ob. 30 Edw. III., (1356.)yEliabeth, dan. & heir of Nieholaa Meinill. 

1. John, ob. 36 Edwar*^ 2. Philip, ob. 22 Riohard^EliBabeth, danghtor of Thomaa Grey de Heron, 

III., (1362) a. p. II., (1398.) I MIL, ob. 13 Henry IV. 

I 
John, ob. 13 Hen. IV., (1411.)^Marfaret, daughter of Henry lord Grey de Wilton. 

1. Philip, obiit infra^Eleanor, dan^ter of Henry 2. John, brother and heir nude^Joane or Joanna, dan. of 
Ktatem 1418. I lord flti Hn^ of Philip, ob. 36 Hen. YI. I John lord Greyitoke. 

Sliaabeth, denghter and coheir, married Margery, dan.=?Sir John Ricaiard| ob.^Alianor, daughter of John 
SirJametStra^gwayi. — VideTabUm. &«m. i ' Conyen. tL pat. I Scropede Upaal. 

Sir John Conyen, K. G.-i William, ob. 3 Hen. YII.^Eufemia, dan. of Sir John Langton. 

WiiAam lord TliomaB Darcy, eummoned to parliament 1 Hen. YIII., beheaded 1538, and being 

Conyeri.-i attainted, this the 3rd barony of Daxcy became fbrfeited.-i 

Chriftopher lord Coayen.-i 2. Arthnr.-i 1. George.— Viii« Taik IV. 




John lord Cmyen, ob. 1557.-1 
Other eohm, whose issue aU filled oirc. 1640. Elisabeth, daughter and ooheir.s^niomas Darey. 



Tabu III, 
Sir James Strangways.nrEli»betfa, daughter and ooheir of Philqp brd Darey» of the second barony 

sbBfaLt^. s,w.u,««,.JIfo»a-,l.«^ 

Sir James.^Alioe, sister and ooheir of the last knd Serope of CJpsaL 1st Dan|hter. 2nd Daughtsr. 

Sir Thomas.=r= Bfary.^ Boos, of Igmanthorpe, in oo. York. 

James, ob. 33 Hen. VTII., s. p. Robert Roos, cousin and heir of James Strangways.^ 

Bridget,* only dauf^ter and hor.SpPeter Boos, of Laitoa. 

«^J- ^-t- 



Dan., ob. unmar. Eliaabeth, liring an. 1635.^pWm. lliomas, Esq., of Essex. Gilbert, ob. 1661.^. ... 4 Dan. 

Oilbect. Peter. Ifaiy. Ranoes. TMh. 

• Tide Thorolon'i Notli., p. 976^ 
On the dMih of tks iMt Mri of HoUaraMS. •.pA.. the tfitet of tb« patwt of Uof ChHlM L, te 
totaooiMifdorodwlMawrtliobaioayorOM«ydidiiottlMaMlH«i&iBtedi«yo^ botwwatho hoin uym i eteti yt of Bua i boei 

the wile of Sir JttMt SCnuffwrnji, and of Mirfory tho wife of Sir Jehn GoBynfi, mtntioiifd in Tib. i. 
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THOMAS DARCT.— Th»d Babont.— (1 Hbic. VIIL) 

The male line of the eldest branch having thus terminated in female issue^ and thereby 
vested the barony in abeyance between the coheirs general, it remains to be observed 
that die next heir male was John Darcy, teoond broths to Philip the last baron. This 
John had issue Richftrd, who died in his lifetime, &ther of William, whose son 

Thomas, was summoned to parliament as ^ Thoma» Darcy de Darcy Ckhalier/^ from 
the 1 to the 21 Hen. YIII., and with the addition oC^De Temple Hirst f^ demonstrating 
diereby, that it was a new barony ; but in his after summonses to the 28 Hen. YIII., he 
was simply described as '^ Thomas Darcy y Cbw*^ But he was beheaded and attainted 
two years after (1538), and his peerage forfeited. 



GEORGE DARCT.— FouBTH Babont. 

Oeorob IVAbot his son and heir, was afterward s restored in blood, with the dignity of 
baron Darcy, to him and the heirs male of his body, by act of parliament, the 2 Edw. VI. 
His great-grandson John had summons to paliament from the 3 James I. to the 4 Charles 
I., as ^John Darcie and Meinitt, Chk^^ but this addition of Meynill was an assumption, it 
would seem, not at afi WBrranted, as whatever interest appertained to a deseent from that 
barony, had become vested in the coheirs general of Philip the last lord Darcy, of Knayfli. 
But it nevertheless may be a question, how &r that summons created in him a new barony 
by writ; which if so, as his son died unmarried, (vi. pat.) and witii him terminated the 
barony of Darcy conferred on George lord Darcy by patent, 2 Edw. VI., by fiBolure of 
Hiale issue, then the said barony of Meynill wo«dd batve frJlen into abeyance b^ween his 
two daughters^ Ro8amond>and EHizabeth, had they been living;. but they died young, 
vitft patris, and thus both titles became extinct in his line. 



Tablx TV. — (rOURTH babont.) 

teigt Darcj, dtat mk of 4i» attaiMtad bMroi^f€)oio«li7,daA. aadlukof Sis Jelm 1^^ 

who hmngfat ker hnahand tiia maaac of Alton, aiid who was 
hdreaa tii the barony ol Lade of Cookamonth. 



lliomaa, reatored in blood and craatod lonL Daxcy 
to him and the hdra mai» of hia body, di. U67. 



John, only son, ob. 1602, buried at Aatafn.nPAfln0, dtaglreer of Thomas Babington, of 

I ' ' rr^ . . ._ _ 



Dethick. 



Ibekael, mifwm, ok. m, f^^Uu§mMt ikMshtir ol Tkoaw Wuuliaa«th, Eaq. 
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a 
I 

Jolm, only edn, kst lord Dsroj^Rosamoiid, daoyhter of Sir Margtvet, diad AmMt marriid BeAry 

of Aston, ob. 1635. I Peter FreflcheriUe.- unmarried. Savile, Esq. of Copley.-* 

JomiyOb. Rosamond, Elizabeth^ Frances ssTfaomas S»-^Pranoea 2. Henry. 4. Jofai^EIKsabeth, da. #f Si 



ri. pat. ob. nnmar. ob. anmar. Preyne. vile of Cop- 
8. p.* vi. pat. vi. pat. a. p. ley, Esq. 



T 



Dawson. 3. Michael, Savile. 
2. 



Sir Gfeo. Palmes, of 
Nabtmoy knt. 



William, died a student Mary. Sir John, heir male, created a=FMary, dan. of Clement Paston, Catherine, 

at Cambridge. baronet 1662, ob. drc. l680. I of Barningham, In oo. Norf. ob. young. 

Elisabeth Maria, sole daughter and heiress, married lord Thomas Boward, (kther of Thomas and Edward, successively 
dukes of Notfolky who through thia deaeedt were heirs eo to the barony of Lucia of Cockermoiith ; and whose heirt 
general are now the Lords Petre and Stourton. 

• With the above named John ended the foorth barony of Daroy, limited to the heirf nude of the body of Oeoife the reatoMd btfoa 
The barony by writ to Thomas Us fS^ther, remaining forfeited to the cxown.—CLumieff Que. J 



ARTHUR DARCT.— Fifth Barony.— (1 Quebn Elizabeth.) 

Sib Abtbob Da rot, second son to Thomas lord Dttrcy, hud summdns to pftiiiacment 

the 1 and 5 queen EK«. as **Artkur Darde ie Darcie Ckev^J^ He died in April iStfl, * « png. sum. 

and was boned at St. Botolph^ without Aldgate, near his fiEKther Thomas lordf Ihtcy, 

Bf If ary, dac^ter of Sir Nich<das Corew, of Befington, in the comotty of Surrey, K.6., 

and sister and coheir to her brother Sir Francis Carew, he had a numerous family of 

sons and daughters. Of the sons. 

Sir Henry Darcy, the eldest, was of Brimham in the county of York, and of Leighton 
Bromeswould in the eounty of Huntingdon. By his first wife' he had not any issue ; but 
by his second, lady Caiberine^ daiigibteF and heir of Sir Robert T ypwhiit, of Leig^rfton 
Bromeswould, he had a daughter and heir Catherine, who became the wife of Sir GFervase 
CSifkoD, afterwards suBnnoned to parliament tite 7 •'ac. I., as '^ Crert/ttse C^fton de Layttm 
Bromswould Chiff; which writ of summons, though p ers o nall y difeeted,- appe«p» to have 
been in consequence of his wife^s baronial descent. — (Vide Clifion.) 

ThouMUi Dfentry, second son of 8& Arthur, married EfizabeOr, dlaoghter and coheir 
of John lord Conyers, a» meBtioiMd befoicf under that titk.t He. dbed 3 Jac. I., leaving ^yi^e Conyen 
Sir Conyers Darcy his son and heir,, who being the principal male heir of the Darcy 

« If this Arthur Darcy was eTer summonfid, as Dugdala says^ t& theparliaiaantg of th«- \ aad 5 qneen Elix., it 
is eertain he never took his snl tlwrelu } for the* Jovnnhr of the House of Lordh state that .^Jlii: hrd Darey de 
Barcy took his teat fks 25 /anuaryj I quern BUzaheth, and not any name of Arthur is to he found throughout 
Hwi If he Hedtt sooorttig to Dugdsfe, hi 1561, fliat was in the ti, and not the 5 queen SUz. It is considered to 
he a misprint of name Ibr his nephew John, son of his elder brother George, the restored baron : for the name of 
John is not in the writ of summons of the 1 qneen Elix.r though as befova aotioed, he took his seat in the Houseof 
Lords in the said year. 
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family^ and son and heir of Elizabeih, daughter and coheir of John lord Conyers^ lineal 
heir to Margery, daughter and coheir to Philip lord Darcy, son of John lord Darcy, a 
baron temp. Hen. IV., prayed his majesty king Cha. I. to declare, restore, and confirm 
to him and the heirs male of his body the dignity of lord Darcy, with such place and 
precedency as the said John lord Darcy, and by right from his ancestors then enjoyed ; 
all which the king, by letters patent dated at Westminster 10 August, 1641, was pleased 
to grant, whereupon he had summons to parliament accordingly, as ^^ Conyers Darcie de 
Darcie ^ Conyers Chiif. Teste Auffust, 17 Car* /•'' But it is considered that this crea- 
tion, by its limitation to heirs male, did not take the old barony out of abeyance, but 
was a creation de novo, and that the precedence assigned to it was illegal according to 
the modem doctrines on the subject. 

Conyers Darcy his son, had summons from the 13 to the 32 Car. II., as Conyers 
Darcy de Darcy, and in the last two, with the addition of de MeynilL In 1682, he was 
created earl of Holdemess, by reason whereof, his baronial honours became merged in 
the superior dignity, and so continued till the death of Robert the fourth earl, s.p«m., 
when the earldom expired, as also the barony of Darcy created by the patent of 1641. 
But the barony of Conyers, and .that of MeyniU, if one was created by the writs of 
summons 31 and 32 Car. II., descended upon his only daughter and heiress Amelia, 
who married the marquis of Carmarthen, eldest son of the then duke of Leeds, and are 
now vested in the present duke. 

Tab|.b v.— (Fifth Babomt,) 
Arthur Darej, second ion of Thomas the attainted^Mftrj dau. and coheir of Sir Nicholai 



n-ruiur j^arvjy souuaa mnx %n xuvuub too WrHuutea-T-»utty oau. oua concur %n air 

baron, sum. to parL 1 and 5 Qnoen Elis. (Dug.) \ Carew, of Bedington, K. 6. 



r' 



1. Houry,* called by&pCatharine dan. of John Per- 2. Thomas DarcT^Elitabeth dan. and coheir Other 

Dogdale eldest son. I mor, of Eston Neston. heir male. I of John tord Conyers. issne, 

I I 

Catha rin e, dan. and heir, mar. Conyers Darcy, confirmed lord Dtfcy, to him and the!=FDorothy, dan. of Sir 

Gerrase lord Clifton. heirs male of his body, 17 Car. I. ' j Henry BeUasyse. 

Conyers lord Darcy St Conyers, cr. eari of Holdemess, 1682.^6raoe d. & h. of Thomas Rokeby, of Skyers, co. York. 

Conyers, second earl of HddemeaB, ob. 1692.^Fhmces dan. of Thomas Howard earl of Berkshire, 

Joim, ob. Ti. pat.^Bridget, dan. of Robert Sntton lord Lexington. 

Rooert, third earl, ob. 1722.^Frederica, dan. and coheir of the dnke of Schomberg . 

I 
Robert,t fourth earl, ob. 1778.nFMary, dan^ of the Sienr Doublet. 

I . . I ^ 



George and Thomas both Amelia, only dan. and heir, mar. first Francis ICaiq. of 

died young. Carmarthen ; second, John, nephew of lord Byron. 

• If fhit Htory wm ddagt son of Arthur, as stated bj Dugdale, the barony created by the writs of summons df the 1 and 9 
KUwhethw^uld aow be fested in the eail of Damley, heir genenl of Oervase loid GUfloo, by Gatiiarine Dany. 

t Bj his death witiiont sunrlfiag male issue, it is presumed the baconj limited to the heirs male of tha bodj of Ooniers tord Darej, 
17 Oar. I. teraainated ; and the barouj of Darey returned iato abeja&oe between the eoheirt of Philip U>nl Darey. who died in 1418.-^ 
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IHAUBENEY.— (23 Edw. I.) 

Eliab D^Aubeney ^ had summons to parliament in the 2S, and from thence to the 33 
Edw. I., inclusive. In the 29 Edw. I.^ though summoned to the parliament at Lincoln, 
he was one of those who did not affix their seals to the memorable letter then addressed 
by the barons to the pope.* To him succeeded rf Srai ^^^ 

Ralph D'Aubeney, his son and heir, who had summons the 16 Edw. III. to a great 
council called to meet at Westminster, but which was prorogued, f and he was never t ^^^ 
summoned after. By Catherine his first wife, one of the sisters and coheirs of Thomas baron 
de Thwenge, he had an only daughter Elizabeth, who on the part of her mother, became 
one of the coheirs to the barony of Thwenge, and married William Botreaux ; but by 
Alice his second wife, daughter of the lord Montacute, he had Sir Giles lyAubeney, his 
son and heir, ancestor to Sir Giles created a baron by king Hen. VII., and his son Henry 
afterwards advanced to the title of earl of Bridgewater by king Hen. VIII. 

Of the name of D'Aubeney, it is recorded that John D'Aubeney held the manor of 
Kingesham in the county of Gloucester, by the service of keeping the king's pantry 
door, which service he performed at the coronation of "Edw. I.} t PlMit. Con>. 

Another Record recites, viz. : Elias, son and heir of John lyAubeney, had livery of qioqc. ' 
Kingesham, in the county of Gloucester, Ten* in caji^ p^ ser^cium cusiodiendi ostium pan- 
etaruB R. die coron. R. — fOrig. 19 Edw. III., Rot. 10, Gkmc.J 

EliM D'Anbenej, fummonedto parliament 23 Edw. I., ob. circ. 33 Edw. I.^Hawyie .... 

Katherinede Thwenge. (lit wlfe.)^Ralph, sommoned 16 Edw. III.s^Alioe de Montacnte. (2nd wiISb.) Olrrer. 

ElifaWh, manried William Botreaux. GQes D'Anbeney.^Alianor, daughter of Henry de Wylyngton. 

Gilaf D'Anbeney, will dated 1st Jmke, 1400, pro.^Margaret, dan. William, ezor. to ThoDkai, ezor. to hia 
14 Not., UO^.-^CJUffitt. Mareke, Fr,Z4J of his brother Giles. brother Giles. 



Joan^daogl^erof Johi^Gilea,* wiUdat. =Aliee.t Thomas. Mand. Joan. EKsabelh. 

; wife.) I 3rd Mar., 1444. (2 

r 



lord Darcj. (Ist wife.) I 3rd Mar., 1444. (2 w.) aU omdmI in th«ir fiaher*i wDL 



William had liyery =pAlioe, daughter and coheir of John Giles, named in the 

24 Hen. VI. I Stonrton, €it Preston, esq. will of his father. 



Giles D'Aubcanej, create^Elisabeth, daughter of James =fAlianorj^ d. & AUanor, mar. 1st Bieh- 

Sir John Anmdel, of D'Aubeney. 

Lanhem, com. Com. 



a baron 12 Mar., 1 Hen 
VII.,ob.23Hen.yiI. 



heir of Robert ard Newton, alias Cra- 
Paunoeforte. dock ; 2nd Simon Blount. 
, 1 -, , 1 , 

Henrr lord D'Anbeney, cr. earl Ceeily,{soPT^ohn Boor- Anne, 1st wife of Al- Giles, ancestor to the 

of Bridgewater br Hen. YIII., named by chier, Ist eiander Bnller. (Vide D'AnbeneysofWayford, 

mar. CaOinrhie, dan. of Thomas Dngdale. yjsearl of Bath. VieitaiUm qfemmfy of oonnty Somerset, and of 

dnke of Norf. , ob. s.p 2 Edw.YI. ittae, ride Piu-Waiin«. Somenet, amno 1623. Gorwell, county Dorset. 

• He hftd an elder brother John, not mentioned in hie lather's will, bat noticed by the inquisition, 4 Hen. IT., as son and heir, vC 
14 : he died in his minority ; Giles his brother and heir. 

f She was his third wife: his second was Mary, danghtcr and coheir of Simon Leake, of Gotham, co. Notts., by whom he had a 
daughter, heir to her mother, and who manied Bobert MarlUiam. 

} She is named Florence in the inquisition of her brother. 
ft He was defended from Ralph D'Albini, son of ^BlTiDiam D'AIbini, sumamed Brito.— f^Fide Jhuf.Btar, voLu, j».l 16.J 



184 BAEOKIA ANOI«ICA CONCENTBATA. 

lyAUNEY— (1 Epw. hi.) 

Nicholas D^Aunet^ lord of the manor of Sbunock^ io Cornwall^ had commons die 1 
Edward III. among th^ earls and barons to attend at Newcastle^ eqnis et armis, but his 
name is not mentioned in either of the writs of sommons of the same year to the par- 
liaments at Lincoln or York ; so that it cannot be inferred from this single writ, that he 
was thereby crefited a baron of the reabn ; though Dugdale has given him a pkce in his 
History of the Baronage, And here it may be observed thut the names of Robert de 

* Vide ToL iL Ardeme> and Gralfrido Wyth^* are recited in the very same writ of summons^ and yet 
are omitted all notice by the said baronagian in his historical detaiL 

John IKAmiey son of Nicholas had a daughter and heiress Emma or Emmeline, 
who married Edward^ eldest surviving son of Hugh, the second Courtenay earl of Devon. 
But from Tliomas^ brother to this John, and called by him the eldest. Lodge in his His- 

t Vol. iii., tory of the Irish Peerage,t derives the family of Dawncey viscount Downe, in Ireboid. 

p. 103-4. 

IFEINCOURT.— (22 Edw. L) 

Of this very ancient and eminent family was Oliver D^Eincourt, who married Nichols, 
-*- Vide Doffd. gnmddaughter and heiress of Nichola de Haya, (a great woman in Lincolnshire,)^ and 
T. L p. 3S7, by her had issue, John^ fitther of Edmund lyEincourt, which 

Slid Bloro B 

Itatlaiid,p.i50 Edmund D'ESncoort had summons to parliament the 22 Edw. L, and afterwards 

from ibe 27 SdWf I. to the 20 Edw. IL In the 29 Edw. L, he was one of die baroiis, 

wbo^ in the parliament at Idncoln, subscribed their names and seals to the fiunous letter 

to the pope^ asserting the supremacy of England over the realm of SootLand, on which 

occasioi^, he w^s written ^Bdmundms de Eyncawrt DamumB de Thargmritm!^ The 1 

§ Coron. Bot. £^w. IL, he was one of the nobles summoned to attend the coronation of that monarch.§ 

1 Edw n. T^ Edmund had a son John, who died before him, leaving a son Edmund, who 

also deceased in his lifetime, and William another son, who survived his grandSsther ; 

It Etch. 20 but the said last named Edmund, (the grandson,) had issue an only dai^ghter laabel^H 

39*'' ' who was his hriress, and upon the death of Eldmund the baron, her great-grand&ther, was 

his heir general, and as sueh intitled to the succession of the barony created by the writs 

of summoxuu He however, considering that his name and arms thus descending to her, 

would be extinguished, petitioned king Edward for Kberty to assign his manors and arms, 

to whomsoever he pleased ; which request the king complied with, and gave him letters 

^Rot. Pat. 7 patent to thateffeot,1[ by virtue whereof, the said Edmund settled his manors, lands, &c., 

2*m.2i.^" on William, the second son of John Deincourt, and to his heirs b^;otten, &c.; and in 

defnalt tbereof, to John, brother of the said William. 
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Edmimd Deinoomti Bummoiiad to purliament from the 22 Edw. I. to ihe 20 Edw. II.-i 

I ' 

Jolm Donoonrt, ob. yi. pat.-i 

Edmund, WiUiam, aet 26 the 20 Edw. II., succeeded John Demcourt, remainder man in the entail of 

ob. Ti. ayi.-| his grandfather Edmund the haron. his grandfather Edmund the baitm. 

Isabel, daughter and heir. 



WILLIAM DEINCOURT.— (6 Edw. III.) 

This William^ succeeding his grandfiBither according to the settlement and entail before 
mentioned, had summons to parliament from the 6 to the 37 Edw. III., and had livery 
of the manor or barony of Blankney, in the county of Lincoln, and various others. He 
died circ. 3 Ric. II., when William his grandson, (son of William his son, who died vi. 
pat) was found his heir. This 

William, second baron Deincourt, (of the second creation) is so named by Dugdale 
in his Baronage, and is said to have been summoned to parliament the 4 and 5 of king 
Richard II., but in those writs the christian name is printed John and not WiUiam^^ He 
died about 5 Ric. II., leaving Ralph his son and heir, who died 3 Hen. IV., imder age, 
s.p., leaving John his brother and heir, who never had summons to parUament, and died 
at an early age, the 7 Hen. IT. He married Joane, daughter and heir of Robert lord 
Grey, of Rotherfield, and had issue William his son and heir, and two daughters, Alice 
and Margaret : the said William, the son, died the 1 Hen. VI., infra atateniy s.p., leaving 
his two sisters his coheirs ; of these, Alice married first, Ralph Boteler of Sudley, s.p., 
and secondly, William lord Lovel of Tichmersh ; — and Margaret married Ralph lord 
Cromwell, and died s.p. The descent therefore of the barony became vested in the issue 
of lord Lovel, by Alice his wife, sole heir as well to the barony of Deincourt as to that 
of Grey of Rotherfield ; but Francis, baron and viscount Lovel, her grandson, being at* 
tainted in- 1487} these baronies, together with all his honours^ were forfeited* 



IVEIVILL.— (49 Hbn. HI.) 

John lyEiviLL descended from Robert IVEivill, who in the lime of Hen I. was enfeoff- 
ed of the manor of Egmanton in the county of Nottingham, was a person of considerable 

» A MS. Fed. penes auctore, caUs him John, and not WUUam, which i^peara the more probable, as his 
second son was named /oAn, who succeeded his elder brother Ralph. The same pedigree states that WlUiam who 
died m. pat., had two tntm, William who died Touofy and John irbo sucoeeded his grandfather. 

VOL. I. Z 
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note in the reign of Hen. IIL, by whom he was constituted Warden of all the forests 
north of Trent the 44 Hen. XXL, governor of York castle the 47 Hen. XXX.^ and governor 
of the castle of Scarborough ; but nevertheless^ he became one of those who strongly ad- 
hered to Simon de Montfort, and the other barons in arms against the king ; and on 
the calling of that parliamant in the king's name^ the 49 Hen. XXX.^ he was one of the 
barons summoned thereto ; but at length he made his peace^ and taking the benefit of 
the Dictum de Kenilworth^ had restitution of his land, but never after had summons to 
parliament, nor any of his descendants. He married Maud, the widow of Sir James de 
Aldithley, which is all Dugdale notices of him. 



DE LA BECHE.— (16 Eow. XXX.) 

Nicholas de la Beche, an eminent person in the wars of France, temp. Edw. IXX., 
had summons the 16 of the same reign, to a great council to be holden at Westminster, 
but never after had any similar summons ; yet while Dugdale only mentions this solitary 
summons, it appears by the rolls of parliament, that Nicholas de la Beche^ was one of 
the triers of petitions in parliament the 14 Edw. XXX., with the several earls and barons 
* P. 232, nominated to the same purpose. Mr. Lysons in his History of Berkshire,* states that he 
died s.p., and that his estate at Aldworth (where he had a castle) passed to the sisters of 
John de la Beche, who was probably a brother to Nicholas. 



DE LA MARE.— (27 Edw. X.) 

John de la Mare, of Oersyndon in the county of Oxford, had summons to parliament 
from the 27 Edw. X. to the 7 Edw. XX., to whose coronation he was summoned, among 
t Coron. Hot others of the nobles to attend.t Xn the 29 Edw. X., though summoned to the parliament 
at Lincoln, he was one of those who did not affix their seals to that memorable letter 
which was addressed by the barons to the pope. He had a daughter and heir Florence, 
who married Philip Orreby, whose son John died circ. 27 Edw. XXX., leaving Joane his 
daughter and heir, who married Henry Percy, and had a son Henry and a daughter Mary, 
who both died s.p. 



DE LA POLE.— (39 Edw. XXX.) 

Michael de la Pole, son of Sir WiUiam de la Pole, (a rich merchant at Hull, who had 
lent the king several thousand pounds of gold when at Antwerp, and was by him made a 
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banneret) had summons to parliament as a baron the 3^ Eldw. III.^ and from thence to the 
8 Rio. II., the year after which he was advanced to the dignity of earl of Suffolk, whereby 
the barony became merged in the superior title. As his rise to honour and power was 
rapid, so his £all was sudden ; for having from his great influence with the young sover- 
eign made himself unpopular, and odious to the nobility, he was accused in parliament 
of divers misdemeanours, and of treason ; to avoid which charges he withdrew himself 
abroad, and died an exile in France, the 12 Ric. II., being outlawed. 

Michael de la Pole, his son and heir, obtained the judgment against his father to be 
annulled, and the 1 Henry IV. was fully restored* to the lands of his father, and to the * Fit. Rot i 
earldom of Suffolk, with a declaration that if he died without issue male, the said inheri- pan.' 4. ' 
tances should resort to the next heir male of the body of Michael his father. He died 
the 3 Hen. V., leaving 

Michael de la Pole, his eldest son and successor, who shortly after was slain in the 
battle of Agincourt, in October the same year, the 3 Hen. V. Having only issue female, 
the earldom of Suffolk devolved on William his brother and heir male ; but the barony 
of De la Pole fell to his three daughters and coheirs general : of these, Catherine was a 
nun, and Elizabeth and Isabel both died unmarried, before the 10 Hen. V., as said by 
Dugdale. But Collins, in his Parliamentary Precedents,t asserts that Elizabeth married f p. 216. 
John de Foix, earl of Kendal, and died s. p. ; and Isabel married Thomas lord Morley, 
and deceased also s. p. Yet Lodge, in his Peerage of Ireland,^ says she had issue.§ x v. ii.,p. 167 

William de la Pole, heir male to his brother Michael, was advanced by king Henry ^^ ^ ^^ 
VI. to the dignity, first of Marquess, and next of duke of Suffolk ; but he eventually was VI, m. 5. 
beheaded, (though illegally) and attainted. 

John de la Pole, his son and heir, was restored, and married Elizabeth, sister to 
Edw. the lY . ; but Edmund his son and heir, the third duke, was beheaded and attaint- 
ed, with whom all his honours became finally forfeited.'^ 



DE LA WARDE.— (28 Edw. I.) 

Robert be la Warde had summons to parliament from the 28 to the 34 Edw. I. In 
the 29 Edw. I. he was one of those eminent men who affixed their seals, in the parliament 
at Lincoln, to the letter then addressed by the barons to the pope, being written ^^Robertus 
de la Warde DonUmu de Alba Atda.*' His son and heir. 



A Commissio Jaoobi regis Scotie super spomnlibiu et matrimonium inter Jacobum primogenitam et Dominam 
Annam nepotem dicti regis Angliee filiam unicam Johannis Ducis Suffoldae. Dat. 29 Aug., 2 Bichardi III. — (AyS' 
ctmffh'i Ctttahpue of Chartert and Scotch Records, p. 312.> 
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Simon de la Warde was summoned from the 18 £dw. II. to the 8 Edw. IIL He 

died s.p.^ his sisters being his coheirs ; whereof Joane, the eldest, married Sir Hugh 

* Bsch. 39, Meynill; and Maigaret (who was by the second wife of Robert de la Warde)* married 

Bdw. Ill and __ « 1 1 • -rt 1 -m^-ww rvn ••■««■ 

Orig.»Rot. 13, Thomas staple, sergeant at arms to king Edw. III. The said Margaret on the death of 
1^^^ ^^ Thomas Staple, remarried with Sir John Chanceauz, and died in 1389. t By her 
Ric. II. first husband Staple, she had a son Richard who died s.p., and two daughters, of which 

Elizabeth married John Pritelwell ; and Alice married John de Sutton, and had a daugh* 
t Ibid. ^ Joane, one of the coheirs to Margaret De la Warded 



Jokn de la Ward.^ 

(1 w.) =i=Robert, sum. to pari. 28 Edw. I.=^Ida, dan. of Robert lord Fits Walter.=3=Hagh Neril. (2iid bus.) 

I ' 1 ' 1 

Simon lord de la Joane, daugbtei^npHugb Meignell, ob. Margaret,t daughter and cob.,^^!lioma8 Staple, Ser- 

Waide, ob. s. p. and coheir. J 7 Edw. III.* remaorried John Chanceanz. I geant at law. 

Hugh, ob. 37=FAl]ce, cousin and heir of Richard, Elizabeth, married Alice, married John 

Edward III. I Roger Evertoii. a. p. John PritdweU. de Satton«-i 

Richard, 49 Edw. III.=pJoha Joane, heir to her gnundauitfaer Margaret. 



s 



Ralph, of Langley, oo. Derby, 10 Ric. Il.^^oha. 

John Stanton.=xJoane, dau. and ooh.,^=Thoma8 Clinton. Margaret, dau. and coh., Thomaame, daii.=FReginald 
(1st husband.) I 36 Hen. VI. I (2nd husband.) mar. Roger DetUbk. and eoheir. | Dctfakk. 

Margaret, married Anne, dan.=pRobert Francis, of Fonnark, Margaret, dau.=FRalph Basset, of Blore, 

Ralph Shirley. and heir, t in the county of Derby. and hdr. I in the county of Stafford. 

Thomas Cecily Francis.=FW]U]am Fits Thoma8inci=r:Ph]lip Okeorer, of Okeofct, WiUina Basset, ob. 

Francis. [ Herbert. Basset. I in tiie county of Stafford. 14 Hen. VII. 

Nicholas Fitz Herbert, of^ Ralph Okeover, Elizaoeth, married Ralph Burton, of Fald, ui 

Upton, 15 Hen. VIII. ob. 1494. co. Stafford, ob. 24 Hen. VIII. 

j ' f ' I 

Joice, mar. Robert Richardson. Anne, mar. Thomas Banester. Dorothy, mar. 1st ... . Evetard, 2nd .... Clarke. 

* He was of Langley Meynell ia the county of Derby, and of Newton in the coun^ of Warwick. Hit iasne by Joane De la Ward 
attorned the arms of De la Ward, which the Meynells of Derbyshire thenceforth continued to bear.— f Brooif « MS. Baron, J 

t An entry in the College of Arms by T. C. Brooke, Somerset Herald, (no. 6} makes Simon and Joane to be the ittue of Robert 
De la Ward by Ida Fitz Walter, bat the following record cited by Morant in his history of Essex (vol. L, p. 909} shows they were ittue 
by hit first wife, viz.; *'8hapland Manor in com* Essex datum fait per Bobt. Fits Walter cxmi Ida fllia Boberto De la Ward 
tentum in eapite de honore Bolonia. Ida (sive Idonea) fuit uxor secunda Fradicti Roberti per quam Margmreta filia et cohssret per pri> 
mam uxorem habuit Johannam flliam nnptam Hugoni de M^pnell.'* Morant theft tays the said Margaret married Thomas Staple, and 
they two held jointly along irith Joane and Hugh Meynill a moiety of the manor of 8hi^)land. Thomas Staple, Serjeant at Anns to king 
Edw. III., ob. 1372, and waa buried at Shapland. Margaret re-married Sir John Ghanceanx, ob. 1389.-<£icA. IS Ric. II J. 

DE LA WARRE.— (22 Edw. !•) 

Roger la War re had his first summons to parliament the 22 Edw. I.; but, al- 
pj. . though no place nor time of meeting was appointed in the writ, yet is certain a parlia- 
Farl. 22 Ed. I. ment was holden in that year, at Westminster.& After this, he had summons from the 
1 Ed^ll. ^7 Edw. I. to the 4 Edw. IL> to whose coronatioB he was also summoned. || 
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In the 29 Edw. I*, he was ane of those trho in the parliafneilt at Lincoln signat^d 
the letter then addressed by the earls anid bdrons of England to the pope^ being then 
written ^^ Bogerus de Wonre^ dominus de IsefieW* He married Clarice, eldest of the 
daughters and coheirs of John de Tregoz^ baron of Ewyas Hsfold^ in the county of 
Hereford^ and dying circ. 14 Edw. II., was succeeded by 

John le Warre,* his son and heir, who had summons vit& patris, the 1, 2, and 3 **?^*** ^^^ 
Edw. II. The 5 Edw. 11. he is styled a baron, the writ of that year distinguishing the 
persons summoned by their respective ranks, viz : comites et baronea.f From this period t IWd. 
he continued to be summoned to the 16 Edw. III.^ and died the 21 of the same reign. 
He married Joane daughter of Robert, and sister and heir of Thomas de Grelle, or 
Gresley, and thereby acquired the manor of M^chester, in the county of Lancaster. 
^e had a son John, his eldest son, who died in his lifetime, leaving by Margaret his 
wife a son Roger, heir to his grandfather, which 

Roger, third lord De la Warre, had summons the 36 and 3? EdWai^d III. He 
was in the celebrated battle of Poictiers, where John the French king Wasr taken prisoner, 
the honour of whose capture was given to him and Sir John PeUiam, and they had each 
a badge of distinction granted to them, to be borne in their arms in codimemorsCtioin of 
so signal an action. He died the 44 Edw. III. By Elizabeth his first wife, daughter of 
Adam lord Welles, he had two sons, John and Thomas, whereof, 

John le Warre, the eldest, was his successor, and had summons to parliament 
from the 44 Edw. III. to the 21 Ric. II., tiie year after which be died, s;p., leaving Tho^ 
mas his next brother his heir, which 

Thomas le Warre was a priest, rector of the church of Manchester, and had sum- 
mons to parliament from the 23 Ric. II. to the 4 Hen. VI., by the appellation of ^^Mugia^ 
tro ThonkB de le Warr/' the year which he died, s.p. With him terminated the male 
succession of Le Warre ; but Roger le Warre, father of the la^t barons, John and Thomas, 
had by his second wife Eleanor, daughter of the lord Mowbray, an only daughteif Joane, 
who married Thomas lord West, whose son Reginald West, by reason of this descent, 
was afterwards summoned to parliament as ^^Reginaldo la Warren chitf. The ground of 
this< succession is tlius redted, in Dodderidge's Treatise of Nobility, viz : ^^that Thomas 
lord de la Wanre being seised in fee tail of certain demesnes, under a fine levied in tiiie 
time of his ancestors, of the barony of De la Warre, had died s.p. ; and Reginald West, 
of the half blood, was next heir, by reason of the entail.^' Frdm tibis it is to be deduced, 
that the succession to the barony was in this instance governed by the succession of the 
baronial estate, and not by any right derivaUe fironi the writs of summons as creative of 
a personal descendable dignity. 

Mr. Edmondson in his ^ Bmnnagkm G>enealogicmn/' recites tiie Inq. p. m. of the 
5 Hen. VI., on the death of Thomas, the last lord De la Warr, to run, viz. ; ''That 
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John Griffin was the heir general of Thomas lord De la Warre, viz.; son of Thomas^ son 
of Catherine, daughter of Catherine, sister to John, father of Roger, father of the said 
Thomas lord De la Warre, and then thirty years of age and upwards/^ 
* P. 228. Mr. Collins, in his Baronies in Fee, or Parliamentary Precedents,* makes the des- 

cent of John Griffin very differently, which is the same as in Doderidge's Treatise; they 
both stating it as under : 

John le Warre, ob. vi. pat. 

I ' 



lord Welles. (Ist wife.) I ob. 44 Edw. III. J (2nd wife.) Latimer. 

I 1 ' I ' I ' 

John, 8. p. Thomae, a. p. Joane, married lliomaa Weit. Catherine, daughter and heir.^yThomaa Griffin. 

J ' I : ' 

Reginald West, lord de la Warre. John Griffin. 

Collins's statement was most probably copied from Doderidge. 
The following pedigree by Vincent more accords with the Inq. p. m., cited by Ed- 
mondson; but makes Catherine Le Warre to have married Warine Latimer, whose 
t Tid lAtimer daughter, and eventually heiress, Elizabeth, married Thomas Griffin.f 

of Braybroke. 

D£ LA WARRE.— Vincent, 284. 

Roger de la Warre, temp. Edw. II.nFClarice, daughter and coheir of John de Tregos, of Ewyas. 

I ' 1— I 

John, jure nx., cousin and heir of Hubert denFJoane, daughter and coh. of Robert Ciarice.^Roger Savage. 

Burgh. — Eich. 21 Edw. 111., n. 56. Grelly, lord of Manchester. Margery .=Thoma8 Doudall. 

Jonn, ob. vi. pat.=7=Margaret, dau. of Robert Holland. — Eich, 23 Edw. HI., n, 90. Catherine.^Warine Latimer. 

L_, [ 1 — irj 1 ^ 

1. Elizabeth, dau. =r=Roger, ob. 44 Edw.^=2. Alianor 1 John, s. p. ; 2 Warine, s. p. ; Elisabeth, heir to her bro- 
of lord Welles. | III. — Etch. n. 68. | Mowbray. 3 Thomas, s.p. ; 4 Edward, s.p. thers, m. Thomas Qriflln. 



Joim. — ^J 



L 



I , 1 

-Eieht 2^y:Eli2abeth, daughter Thomas, a priest, heir to his Joane, wife of Hio- 

Richard II. I of brother, ob. s. p., b Hen. VI. mas West. 

I , 

John, ob. tI. pat., s. p. 



After the succession of the family of West to the barony of De la Warre, it appears 
that Thomas West, grandson of Reginald, and the third of his name baron, by his first 
wife, Elizabeth Mortimer, had a son Thomas, the next and fourth baron, who died s.p., 
and by his second wife Eleanor Copley, had three sons, viz., Owen, Oeorge, and Leo- 
nard. Of these Owen, the eldest, left a daughter, and eventually sole heiress, who mar- 
ried Sir Adrian Poynings, and after his death. Sir Richard Rogers, knight. By Sir Ad- 
rian she had issue three daughters, coheiresses as it may be considered to the baronies 
of Westy and West Delawarre; and between their representatives still extant^ Those 
baronies on the] precedents of modem decisions remain in abeyance ; nevertheless the 
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barony of De la Warre^ on the death of Thomas the fourth baron^ went to the issue of 
his half brother George^ younger brother of Owen West. On the legal ground of suc- 
cession, Mary, daughter and heiress of Owen West, was entitled thereto, and her daugh- 
ters were her coheirs ; but it is said that Sir Adrian Poynings, her first husband, was an 
alien bom ; which may account for the otherwise passing over her interest to the next 
male line. 

Sir Harris Nicolas:^ observes, it is a singular fiact, that in the proceedings on this * Peerage 
barony, temp. Eliz., no allusion is made to this Mary, or her descendants ; and in the ff^gi^" 
last report of the Committee of the House of Lords, on the dignity of a peer of the 
realm, it is also silent on the subject. 



DENNY.— (2 James I.) 

Sir Edward Dbnny, or Denney, had summons to parliament by writ directed ^^Ed~ 
wardo Denney de Waltham, Chw.^ teste ^c. 27 Oct., 2 James L,^ and from thence to the 1 
Charles I. He was afterwards created earl of Norwich, in 1626, and died in 1630, 
without issue male, whereby his earldom became extinct ; but the barony devolved upon 
his daughter and heiress, who married James Hay, who the 13 James I. was created lord 
Hay, of Sauley, in the coimty of York ; and afterwards viscount Doncaster, and earl of 
Carlisle. By Honoria Denny he had issue a son James, second earl of Carlisle, and also 
a daughter Anne, who died young. James the earl dying s.p., the barony of Denny, 
and all the other titles became extinct. 



DESPENCER.— (49 Hen. III.) 

Hugh Despencer was chief-justiciary of England, and one of the principal barons 
who sided with Simon de Montfort against Hen. III., and was smnmoned to the parlia- 
ment called by the confederate lords in the king's name, the 49 Hen. IIL He^ was after- 
wards slain with Simon de Montfort, in the battle of Evesham. 

Hugh Despencer his son; was summoned to parliament from the 22 Edw. I. to the 
15 Edw. II.,* when he was created earl of Winchester;* but in the several writs from ^ (^i„^ ^5 
the 8 Edw. II. he was styled Senior, to distinguish him from his son Hugh, styled Junior, ^^^* ^^' 
who had summons until the 19 Edw. II., when they were both executed, the father at 
Bristol, being then 90 years of age, and the son at Hereford. 

ft As Hugh le DespeDser he was nmunaned to the ooronatioii of Bdw. II. 
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Hugh^ son of the last named Hugb> however found so much favour from Edw. IIL, 
that he had summons to parliament firom the 12 to the 22 Edw. IIL, but died the same year, 
s.p.9 leaving Edward his nephew, (son of his brother Edward deceased) his next heir, which 

Edward had summons from the 31 to the 39 Edw. IIL, and dying the 49 Edw. III., 
was succeeded by his son Thomas, who had summons in the 20 and 21 Ric. II., and was 
created earl of Gloucester, by which title he thenceforth had summons to parliament: 
but he was afterwards degraded from his title of earl of Gloucester, beheaded and 
attainted the 1 Hen. IV., and his honours became forfeited. He had a son Richard, and 
two daughters, Elizabeth and Isabel. Richard the son died infra cetatem, s.p.; and Eliz* 
abeth having also died young, Isabel became sole heir, and married Richard Beauchamp 
lord Abergavenny, and earl of Worcester, by whom she had an only daughter and heiress 
Elizabeth, who married Edward Neville, as under the article Abergavenny, has been 
metmi^^^' ^^^^^ noticed.* The barony of Despencer thus remained dormant, as one forfeited, till 
Mary, sole daughter and heir of Henry Neville, fourth lord Abergavenny, claimed that 
barony, which being confirmed to the heir male possessor of the castle of Abergavenny, 
she, as an equivalent, had conferred upon her the barony of Despencer, though it waa 
not claimed by her, and was at that time forfeited. It is rather matter for observation, 
that on this occasion she had the precedence giv^i to her above Abergavenny; whereas 
the barony of Despencer could not chdm prior to the 49 Hen« IIL, which writ covld not 
be considered a, summoBS to a regular parliament, and therefore not creative of any here- 
ditary dignity ; while on the contrary, Abergavenny was a barony by prescription, whereof 
every possessor firom the time of the conquest had the reputation of a baron, and had 
been summoned to parliament after that form was brought into practice. 

This lady married Sir Thomas Fane, whose grandson Mildmay was created earl of 
Westmorland, from which title the barony of Despencer separated on the decease of 
John, the seventh earl, s.p.m., when his two sisters, Mary married to Sir Francis Dash- 
wood, and Catherine to William Paul, esq., became his coheirs general. The abeyance 
was determined in favour of the Dashwood feonily ; which, failing of issue, the barony was 
thereafter given to Sir Thomas Stapleton, bart., grandson of Catherine Paul, and in his 
heirs general it now remains. 



PHILIP DESPENCER.^11 Ric. II.) 

Philip Db8Pbj«cbb (presumed of the same family)* had summons from the 11 Ric. II. 
to the 2 Hen. IV. He married Elizabeth, the youngest of ike three daughters and heirs 

' He unid to have bccngraiidion and h«kr of Philip DeqMn^ earl of Gloucester. 
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of Robert de Tlbetot, and had a sole daughter, Margery, who married Roger Wentworth, 
esq.; of whose descendants Dugdale does not make mention; but in whom this barony 
is Tested. 

Tliis Margery (though unnoticed by Dugdale) was first married to John lord Roos, 
who was slain, with the duke of Clarence, at Baugy Bridge, temp. Hen. V., s.p., and 
leaving her a young widow, she had dower in the castle of Hamlake and other lordships 
in the county of York, and married Roger Wentworth to her second husband,* by whom ^ J^%^*^^ 
she had issue t Sir Philip, of Nettlested, from whom is descended the present baroness t fnq.isEdw. 
Wentworth, of Nettlested ; and Henry Wentworth, of Codham, in Essex, esq. — (Vide 
Wentwwth of Nettlesied.) 

DEVEREUX.— (27 Edw. I.) 

William Devereux had summons the 27 Edw. I., as William de Ebroicis, but never 
after; but in 1384, John Devereux, who appears to have been his grandson, had sum- 
mons from the 8 to the 16 Ric. II. He died in 1394, leaving John his sor and heir, who 
died infra cetatem, s.p., leaving Joan his sister and heir, who married Walter lord Fitz 
Walter, and thereby united this barony therewith. • 



DEVON.— (1 Queen Mary.) 

This title being one of an earldom may be considered as not properly coming within the 
subject of (ihis work, with reference to baronies by writ; but, being an anomaly in the usu- 
al limitation of the descent of English peerages, it forms an interesting topic for notice. 

The earldom of Devon came into the JBunily of Courtenay by female succession, as 
heir general to Richard de Redvers, who had the earldom of Devon granted to him and 
his heirs, by king Henry I. ; who dying in 1262. s.p., his sister Isabel was his heir, who 
styled herself countess of Devon, and married William de Fortibus, earl of Albemarle ; 
whose only issue which survived, was Aveline daughter and heir, who married Edmund 
Flantagenet, earl of Lancaster, and died s.p. ; whereupon Hugh Courtenay became next 
heir to the said Aveline, and Isabel de Fortibus her mother : viz., son and heir of Hugh 
eldest son of John, son and heir of Robert de Courtenay by Mary, sister of Baldwin de 
Redvers, (who died vita patris William the sixth earl), father of Baldwin the seventh 
earl, grandfather to the said Isabel. To this Hugh Courtenay kmg Edward HI. allowed the 
earldom of Devon, with the third penny of the issues of the county whereof he was earl. 

From this Hugh descended Thomas Courtenay, the sixth earl of Devon, who was 
attainted and beheaded in 1461, when his honours became forfeited. Afterwards in the 

VOL. I. A a . 
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first of King Henry VIL^ Eklward Courtenay, son and heir of Hugh, eldest son ai|d heir 
of Hugh Courtenay next brother of Edward the third earl, was created earl of Devon, to 
him and the heirs male of his body. This was a new creation, because the attainder of 
earl Thomas remained not reversed. This new earl died in 1509, leaving a son and heir 
William, who having been attainted in his father's lifetime, could not inherit the earl- 
dom ; but having married the lady Katharine Plantagenet, daughter and coheiress of 
king Edward IV., and sister of the queen consort, mother of king Henry VIII., he was 
by that king created earl of Devon 10th May, the 3 Henry VIII., to hold to him and the 
heirs male of his body. He died the same year, and left issue a son Henry, which 

Henry succeeded to the earldom created in the person of his father; and having ob- 
tained the reversal of his father's attainder, he became earl of Devon, also under the 
patent of the 1 Henry YII. to his grandfather; after which, the 17 Henry VIII., he was 
created marquis of Exeter, to hold to him and the heirs male of his body ; but, never- 
theless, in the 31 Henry VIII., he was attainted of high treason and beheaded, which 
attainder has never been reversed. 

Sir Edward Courtenay his son and heir, in consequence of this attainder, did not 
succeed to his £Either's honours ; but on the accession of queen Mary, he was by patent, 
dated 3rd September, 1553, (1 queen Mary) created earl of Devon, to hold to him and 
his heirs male for evet — a very imusual limitation in English peerages. In the October 
following, he was fully restored in blood, but his fiath^s attainder still remaining unre* 
versed, he could not succeed to the earldom of Devon, created either by the patent of 
the 1 Hen. VII., or that of the 3 Hen. VIII., or to the marquisate of Elxeter. Dying 
afterwards at Padua, in Italy, 18th September, 1556, unmarried, the issue of his great 
aunts, Isabel Mohun, Maud Arundel, Elizabeth Trethurffe, and Florence Trelawney, the 
sisters of Edward, created earl of Devon the I Hen. VII., were found his next heirs. 
But Sir William Courtenay, of Powderham, lineally descended from Sir Plulip Courtenay, 
of Powderham, a younger son of Hugh, the second earl of Devon, who died the 51 Edw. 
Ill, was his then next heir male, he died shortly after earl Edward, viz., 29th September, 
« Deron Caie. I^^?^* leaving William his son and heir, who, nor any of his male issue ever assumed to 
claim the earldom, till the late viscount Courtenay preferred his petition to be allowed 
the same, after a lapse of above two hundred and fifty years, and during which time they 
had seen the title granted by the crown, first to Blount lord Montjoy, and upon his death 
s.p.m.l., to the lord Cavendish, in whose family it still remains merged in the higher dig- 
nity of duke of Devonshire. Had not the earldom been deemed extinct upon the death 
of earl Edward Courtenay, s.p. in 1556, it can scarcely be supposed it would have been con- 
ferred on other noblemen who were not in any way connected with the Courtenay family. 

It was suggested in the case submitted to the lords' committees of privileges by 
lord Courtenay, that the patent itself was presumed to have passed with the title deeds 
of the lands to the heirs of the earl, and did not fall into the hands of the heir male. 
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Assuming this to be trae, there nevertheless was a course to have been adopted to 
discover it by a research at the record office, firom which the copy brought forward on 
this occasion was obtained. 

Yet, the idea of any right vested in the heir male, seems totally to have been un- 
thought of, not imagined, or the heir male of this ancient and proud feunily would not 
have subsequently condescended to accept the very inferior title, first of a baronet, and 
afikerwards of a viscounty of so late a creation. The many claims to Scotch peerages, 
which have been preferred to the House of Lords, whereof the titles had been granted 
by the kings of Scotland to heirs male, without the words de corpore, to confine the des- 
cent to the male issue of the party ennobled, were referred to, as precedents similar to 
the words hared^tu masculia in perpetuum, recited in the patent to earl Edward Cour- 
tenay. But it is .to be observed, that in the Scotch charters of peerage creation, the 
words generally are ^^ haredibus suis masctdis quilmscunque^^ or ^' haredibus mascidis no^ 
men et armaftaniVuR gerentibu^^ thus clearly declaring to what heirs male the same should 
descend ; which words not being in the Courtenay patent^ leaves it rather to be believed 
that the words de carpore suo, were left out by accident on the part of the copying clerk, 
and were not so by design or intention of the queen. 

One point remains deserving particular notice, which is, that the viscount Courte- 
nay, the petitioner, was at the time of bringing forward his claim, labouring under the 
imputation of an infamous crime, for which a true bill of indictment had been found 
against him; to which instead of remaining to face the accusation, and have his innocency 
tried, he had left the kingdom, and for many years resided abroad. Being thus an 
exile from the House of Lords in which he had a seat, and yet dared not take it, the as- 
simiption of seeking an higher dignity in the same parliamentary assembly, is probably 
an instance of setting law at defiance rarely known.* 

Had such a claim, however well founded, been brought forward by a person in more 
humble life, and less powerful connexion, labouring under a similar imputation, which he 
had not ventured to meet, it may be doubted whether he would even have obtained an 
attorney-general's report, much less the approbation of the House of Lords. 



DINAN.— (23 Edw. I. and 6 Edw. IV.) 
Oliver Dinaunt, or Dinan, had summons to parliament from the 23 to the 28 

a Sometime after the impatatioii agaiiut lord Courtenay had become a anbject of public talk, the then marqnis 
of Carmarthen brought it forward in the Honae of Lords, bat their lordahipa deeming that to entertain any motion on 
80 delicate an affur, would reflect no honour upon their body, the motion of the marqnis was not pressed to the 
adoption of any proceedmgs. — (Vkte ike Dhimai Pepera qf the day.) 
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Edw. L/ but not after. He had issue Josce his son and heir^ but neither he nor any 
of his descendants had the like summons till the reign of Edw. lY •, when , 

John^ (then written Dynham) supposed to be the great-great-great-grandson^ was 
called to parliament by writ directed ^' Johaumi Dinham de Care Dmham, Chk^/' from 
the 6 Edw. IV. to the 12 Hen. VII. He died circ 1509^ in which year his will was 
proved^ dated 7 January 1505 ; not having any legitimate issue, the barony, considered to 
be one de novo, expired with him. But nevertheless presuming him to have been the 
heir representative of Oliver, summoned the 23 Eklw. I, then any barony created by that 
writ, did upon his death s.p.l., become in abeyance among his sisters and coheirs ; where- 
of Elizabeth married first, Fulke lord Fitz Warren — secondly. Sir John Sapcoate, knight ; 
Joane married John lord Zouche of Haryngworth; Margaret, Sir Nicholas Carew, 
knight ; and Catherine, Sir Thomas Arundel, knight. 

Respecting thb lord Dynham it is to be observed that Francis Thynne, iB his Cata- 
logue of lord Treasurers, p. 1254, says he was created lord Dynham in the 1 Edw. IV., 
shortly after his coronation, and that he died the 16 Hen. YII., on the SOth January, 
1500, and was buried in the Grey Friars, London,^ that he married Eflicabeih, dau gh ter 
of the lord Fitz Walter, and had issue George^ Philip, and four dau^tters, via. ; Marga- 
ret, Joane, Elizabeth, and Cath^ine. Dugdale, on the authority of Stow, says the lord 
Dynham died the 17 Hen. VII., 1501. 

Lysons mentions in the first volume of his Environs of London, page 284, that 
there was a tomb formerly in the chaned of Lambeth church for George, son of John 
lord Dynham, who died in 1487, and for Fhilippa his daughter, who died in 1485. 

At Radnag^ in the county of Buckingham, is the following miNnmiental inscription, 
viz. : ^Here Ueth Wiliiam Tyer, Preacher of CMPe warde, late Parson of Badmagey who 
took to wife Jane, daughter of George Dgnham, Son of Sir Thomas Dynham, Knt^ Son 
and heir of John lord Df^nham, and departed tkm life the Zrd day ofAuguH, A. 2X 1605.'' 
This Thomas is however stated to have been a natural son of the lord Dynham ; yet, 
tinder these conflicting statements^ the true fieict ia rather difficult to be ascertained. It 
is to be noticed, notwithstanding that the barony of Dynham may be ccmsidered to have 
expired, there was a baf onial descent vested in his coheirs, derived from the marriage of 
John Dinan, or Djniham, his great grandfather, with Joan (or Muriel), daughter and co- 
heir of Sir Thomas Courtenay by Muriel his wife, one of the daughters and coheirs of 
John baron de Moels, who died the 11 Edw. III. — Vide Moels. 



a Xlion^ hb name m mnlndftd in the fint writ of tine jeer to a parliament at Westmiaater, it appeua he died 
the 27 Bdw. I., when Joaoe hia wm «id heirhad livery of hia lukdM.^(On^nalm 27 Bdw, /., llot. 6.J 

h Ex Reg. Grey Friars. D'ns Joh'ia Dennha' Brno qui oU 28 Jamury, 1501. 



.^_- 



BABONIA ANOLICA OONCBKTAATA* 197 

DUDLEY.— WARD.— (3 Will. III.) 

This is a most ancient barony, which by the possession of the castle of Dudley, passed 

by an heir female of Faganel to the fiunily of Somen,* and in like manner from Someri * VideSomeri. 

to Sutton ; t and by the marriage of the heir general of Sutton into the family of Ward ; f Yidti Satton. 

but it is questionable, whether, as a barony by the title of Dudley, it ever was specifi- 

caUy used, or allowed, till it was so recognised in the name of Ward. 

Sir Humble Ward, in the time of Cha. I., married Frances, granddaughter and then 
sole heiress apparent to Edward lord Sutton de Dudley ^ md was created baron Ward, of 
Birmingham, in the county of Warwick, March, 1643-4. His son 

E2dward Ward, upon his father's death, sat first in parliament, 5 Dec., 1670, as 
lord Ward ; and upon the decease of his mother, sat first in parliament, the 28 Jan., 
1697) as lord Dudley and Ward* He died in 1701, and was succeeded by Edward his 
grandson, (son of William his eldest son, who died yi. pat.,) which 

Edward, second lord Dudley and Ward, died in 1704, leaTing Edwafd his only son 
and heir, baron Dudley and Ward, who died unmarried, in 1731, whereupon the said 
baronies devolved upon his uncle William, which 

William, fourth baron Dudley and Ward sat first in parliament, 2 May, 1735, but 
died unmarried, in 1740, on which event the two baronies separated; that of Ward 
being limited to the issue male of Humble the first lord Ward, devolved upon the next 
heir male, John Ward, of Sedgley Park, in the county of Stafford, esq.; and the barony 
(rf Dudley descended to the issue of Fninees (then dead) sister and heiress to the de- 
ceased baron. She married William Lea, of Hales Owen Ghrange, in the county of Salop, 
esq., and had 

Ferdinand Dudley Liea, her son and heir, who having had summons to parliament, 
took his seat as baron Dudley, 26 Nov., 1740. He died in 1757^ unmarried, as did his 
brother William — ^whereby the barony fell into abeyance, and so remains between their 
five sisters and coheiresses, or their present representatives : — of these sisters, Anne 
married William Smith, of Ridgeacre, in the county of Salop, esq., and had issue ; Frances 
married Walter Woodcock, esq., and had issue ; Mary married Harvey, esq. ; Cath- 
erine married Thomas Jordan, esq.; and Elizabeth wedded the Rev. Benjamin Briscoe. 



ECHINGHAM.— (5 Edw. II.) 

EcHiNGHAM is the name of a manor in the county of Sussex, in which the ancestors of 
this family were stewards (rf &e Rape of Hastings, and held the said manor with its 
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members by the service of five knight's fees, and a third part ; but none of the family 

are noticed as having had smnmons to parliament before the reign of Edw. IL, when 
William de Echingham is mentioned as having been smnmoned firom the 5 to the 
* Dug. Sum. 15 jy^^ H^ inclusive,* but when he died, who he married, or had issue, Dugdale is 

silent By some authorities he is stated to have deceased the 20 Edw. II. s.p. ; but ac- 
t TmoaA cording to Vincent,t and a pedigree among the Harleian MSS.,t he is represented to 
6, m'c^. Ar! ba^^ married and had issue ; and Camden recites that the inheritance of the Eching- 
I No.ii74»p. i||UQQ3 ]yj iieirs female, passed to the barons Windsor, and the Tirwhitts ; but none of 

his issue ever had summons to parliament. 



ROBERT ECHINGHAM.— (1 Edw. III.) 

This Robert de Echingham is mentioned by Dugdale to have had summons to parlia- 
ment the 1 Edw. III., and to have died the following year, leaving Simon, his brother 
and heir, who never had any summons, nor any other of the Echingham name, except- 
ing the before mentioned William. 

On referring to the writ of 1 Edw. III., it purports to be a summons equU et annis, 
but not to a parliament ; the name is certainly among those of the earls and barons, and in 
such respect intimates him to be one, as Dugdale citing Esch. 2 Edw. IIL »• 18, says 
Robert de Echingham died seised of the manor of Echingham, with its members, which 
he held by the service of five knight's fees, and a third part. There seems to be reason 
to believe that William the baron died s.p., according to the following pedigree : — 

William de Echingham, ob. 21 Edw. I. 



innDiimi ob. 20 Edw. 11., s. p. Robert, bro. & heir, ob. 2 Bdw.IlI., b. p. Simon, bro. & heir, ob. ante 15 Edw.III. 

In the Harleian MSS.5 at the British Museum, is a pedigree of this family, as also 
one in the Collie of Arms, nearly agreeing with it, from which it might be assumed 
that the baron left issue a son Thomas, he being styled Baro de Echingham. Tet after 
William none had summons to parliament, but Robert ; if that summons of the 1 Edw. 
III., can be allowed to be one. He however died s.p., which terminated any baronial 
claim derivable from him. These pedigrees, therefore, are merely given to be estimated 
so far as they may go to show a supposed baronial continuation of the family, till it ter- 
minated in female coheirs. 

The name has sometimes been written Echkighamy and Itchingham. 
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ECHIN6HAM. 

William de EchinglQmy of Echingfaam, in the oountj of ^Joane, daughter of John de AnrndeU, 
Sussex. — Ftfi. 6. Quid Non, (43) in Coll. Arm, I lord Maltravers. 

Thomas, baron of Echingham.=f= , daughter of Knevet, of Norfolk. 




1. Margaret, dan. of ... . West, lord De la Warr.^^^Thomas de Echingham.^r2 — Harl. MSS.f no. 1174 (85.) 

I H * 1 

Margaret, married William, son of Walter Anne, married first Roger Fienes, ^Anne, daughter 

Blbunt, lord Montjoy.* secondly Godard Ozenbridge.t Echingham. I of Figot. 

John Echingham, of Bassam, in the county of Snssex.^pAnne, dan. of Sir John Wingfield. 

I ' 

Edward Echingham, of Bassam, knt.^Anne, widow of Lewknor. 

.... wife of Owen Hopton, lieutenant of the Tower, . . . . , wife of John Blenherhasset, of . . . . , in oo. Sussex 



• The Harldsn MS. diflhn from Vinoeat, and itatet her to have manied, first, Edward Blount; and aeoondly. Sir John Ehington. 
Theae daoghtera were eoheira to their mother, bat not to theh father in the barony of Echingham. But Edward i» certainly erroneoos, 
at William waa the rigbt name, and ao mentioned in the will of hia father Walter Bloont, lord Montjoy. 

t She had iaaue by Soger Fienes, whereof a daughter Anne manied Bobert Hawley, of Ore and GuestUng in Sussex^— <Berry'f 
Suttes, OtnealogJ And by Oxenbiidge alto iaane, from which came EUiabeth, the wife of Sir Bobert Tirwbitt, whoie daughter and 
heireat Catherine married Sir Henry D'Arde, knight. 



ENGAINE,— (25 Edw. I.) 

John IVEngainb, lord of Blatherwick in the county of Nortibampton^ had summons to 
parliament from the 25 Edw. I. to the 14 Edw. 11.^ and died the IGtb^ s.p. He was 
one of those who in the parliament at Lincoln, the 29 Edw. L, subscribed his name and 
seal to the letter to the pope, being then written '^John de Engaine Dominua de ColumJ^ 
He was also summoned to the coronation of Edw. II. 

John Engaine, nephew to the preceeding John, (being son of his brother Nicho- 
las) had summons to parliament from the 16 to the 34 Edw. III., though Dugdale in his 
Baronage states he died 14 February, 1358., which would be the 32 Edw. III., thereby 
contradicting his Lists of Summons, which contain his name in that of the 20 Novem- 
ber, 34 Edw. III. He left issue one son Thomas, and three daughters, named in the re- 
cord Jocosa, Elizabeth, and Maria, which Thomas was never summoned to parliament, and 
died s.p., 41 Edw. III., leaving his three sisters before named his coheirs, in whose re- 
presentatives the barony may be considered in abeyance f of these ladies, Jocosa mar- 
ried John de Goldington ; Elizabeth, Sir Lawrence Pabenham ; and Maria, Sir Wil- 
liam Bemack, knight. 

« Vide Harl. MSS. No. 1995. Mn. Jane Shelley, heiitia to the barony of L'Engaine.— (Tbf. 35, d seq.) 
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John ESngaine, ob. 25 Edw. h=PJom», daag^ter and heir of Henry Qnj. 

John, sommoned to parliament from the 25 Edw. I. to the Nidiola8.^Amicia, daughter of 

14 Bdw. II., ob 16 Edw. II., a. p. I Walter Fauconberge. 

John, ram. to pari, from the 16 Edw. II. to the 31 Edw. III., ob. 32 Edw. III.=7Joane, dan. of Sir Robert Pererel. 

Tliomaa, ob. 41 Joioe, sister and coh., mar. Elisabeth, sister and cob., mar. Maria, sister and ooh., mar. 
Edw. III., a. p. John de Goldington.-i Sir Lawrenoe Pabenham.-i Sir William Bemaok. 



.^Catherine, 
I _ J . ' _ _ r 



Thomas, s. p. Isabel, married Sir lliQmas Chaworth. Lawrence CheneyJ 



T 



Sir John C3ieney.=r=Eliaabeth, daughter and coheir of Sir llUunas Bempston. 
Sir Thomas Cheney, ob. 14 January, 1513.^Anne, danghter of Sir William Parr, of Kirby Kendal. 

Elisabeth, danghter and heir.^^^rhomas lord Vanx. 

I I I I 

William, third lord Vanz. Nicholas. Anne, married Reginald Bray. Mand, ob. innnpt. 



• Monmnental inscription at Laonde, in the eoonty of Leicester, of Sir Thoaias Ghanorth. names her danghter and eoheir of Sir 
Lawrence de Pabenham. 



ERDINTON.— (9 Edw. III.) 

Henrt de ErdintoNj whose name was assumed from the manor of Erdinton, in tiie 
county of Warwick^ which manor his ancestors had by the grant of Gervase Pbganel, 
baron of Dudley, married Maud, one of the daughters and coheirs of Roger de Somery, by 
Nichola his first wife, one of the sisters and coheirs of Hugh de Albini, earl of Arundel, 
and by her had issue Henry his son and heir, whidi 

Henry de Erdinton, in the 34 Edw. I., was created a knight by the ceremony of 
baihing^ at the same time with prince Edward, the king's eldest son. Having served 
in the wars of Scotland, he was summoned to parliament among the earls and barons, 
the 9 Edw. III., but never after, nor any of his descendants. He married Joane, one of 
the daughters and coheirs of Sir Thomas de Wolvey, of Wolvey, in the county of War- 
wick, and had issue Giles his son and heir, whose son and heir Thomas was &ther of 
another Thomas, and he of a third Thomas living in the time of Hen. VI., who. Dug- 
dale in his antiquities of Warwickshire, asserts was the last of the family which possessed 
the manor of Erdinton, or Erdington. 



EVERINGHAM.— (2 Edw. II.) 

Robebt'de Evbringham married Lucia, daughter and heir of Robert de Tbwenge, and 
had iaauQ Adam his son and heir, which 



f 
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Adam de Everingham (of Eyeringham in the Goonly of York) had munmona to par- 
liament from the 2 to the 9 Edw. II.; but, although he lived many yeara after, was never 
summoned again. This Adam entailed his manor of Laxton (or Lexinton) on Adam his 
eldest son, and in default of issue male, on Robert, Edmund, Alexander, and Nicholas, 
his younger sons successively. He died 15 Edw. III», (1341).* * Eieh. 00.33 

Adam, his eldest son, was summoned to parliament the 44 Edw. III., as Adam de 
Everingham de Laxton^ in which year he died, leaving Robert (son of William, who died 
in his lifetime) his grandson and heir;t which Robert never had summons to parliament, ^ £,ch. S3 
but died s.p., his sisters being his heirs ; whereof, Joane married Sir William Ellys, knt, ^^™^* ^o. 50 
and Catherine John, the son of Thomas Elton, esq.; Joane who married EUys, is said to 
have been married secondly to John Waterton. 

Whatever barony of Everingham might be acquired from the aforesaid writs of sum- 
mons, became vested in the descendants of these coheiresses. But the ingenuity of a 
deceased learned herald,! with a view to irratify' the ambition of a Scotch nobleman^S to $ Pn^ds 

^ Townshenil, 

be a peer of England of ancient descent, made a pedigree for his lordship, which in w. H. 
Wood's edition of Douglas's Scotch Peerage is thus set forth. || Roaebeir. 

« Mr. Townshcnd, Windsor herald, made a report that William de Cressy waa sum- ][ Jfi- "• 
moned to parliament in the 22 and 25 Edw. I.; and the earl of Roseberry is, by his grand- 
mother Dorothea Cressy, lineally descended from, and heir general of the family of Cressy 
of Birkin, in the county of York, who doubtless came originally from the same stock, 
though I do not find the descent eapressly set dotvn ; yet it is certain that they always bore the 
same arms. I find also that Adam de Everingham, knt., was summoned to parliament from 
die 2 to the 9 Edw. II., as was his son, in the 44 Edw. III. ; that the said Adam de 
Everingham was nephew of John de Everingham, of Birkin, in the county of York 
whose lineal descendant, and heir general, Eleanor Everingham, married in 15879 to 
GervBs Cressy, and] was great grandmother of Everingham Cressy, of Birkin, whose 
daughter and sole heir, Dorothea, became the wife of Archibald Primrose, earl of Rose- 
bery, and was grandmother of the present earl, who by virtue of this descent is now 
heir general of the said families of Cressy and Everingham, and also to those of 
Birkin, Cawz, and Normanville/ through Isabel de Birkin, mother of the said John de 
Everingham, and grandmother of the said Adam ; but I do not find that either Birkin, 
Cawz, or Normanville were summoned to parliament. In virtue of this descent the 
earl of Rosebery is entitled to quarter tiie arms of these families with his own.^' 

After this laboured and farstretched statement, Mr. Townshend concludes merely mfh 
saying the noble earl is entitled to quarter the arms of these families ; but cautiously 
avoids stating that he is entitled to the barony of Everingham, aldiough he says that by 

Dvgdale does not mention this name in any part of hia Baronage. 
VOL. I. B b 
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▼irtue of this descent, the earl is heir general of the families of Cressy and Everingham, 
both of which he commences with describing as having had summons to parliament, 
and thereby speciously intimating a right thereto. 

CAUZ, BIRKIN, AMD EVERINGHAM. 
Robert de CaUy temp. Hen. H*^ 

2. Ralph Fit^=Maad, daa.=j:l. Adam Fits Peter, lord of Birkm, which Fteter had 

Stephen. and heir. I two brothers, Thomas and Roger. 

, 1 

John Fits Adam Fitz Peter, of Birkin.^ 

Thomas de Birkin, s. p. Isabel, sister and beir.=T=Robert de Eyeringham, temp. Hen. III. 

Aaam de Everingham, ob. 9 Edw. I., of Stainborongh,^ John,* to whom his mother Robert^* reolor 

in the county of York. — Hunter, vol, tt,, p. 263. | gave Birkin. of Birkin. 

I ' r 1 1 

I. Robert, ob. 15 Edw. I.=T=Lncia, d. & h. of Robert de Thwenge, rel. of W. Latimer. 2 Adam, 3 John, 4 Thomas. 

Adam, som. to pari. 2 Edw. II., ob. 15 Edw. III.^ Robert, s. p. — Dodaw. 416, v. zz., p. 47. 

Adam, som. to pari. 44 Edw. III., ob. 11 Rio. II.=pJoaneD'EiTill. Robert. Edmund. Alexander. Ificholas. 

William, ob. vi. pat.,=npAlice, dan. of lord 1. Agnes LongTilerB,^Regiiiald, ob. 1 Hen.=j=2. Joaae 

33 Edw. III. I Grey of Codnor. s. p. IV., s. p. J 

Robert, Catherine, sister and=^ohn, son Joane, sister andnpl* ^on- Sll7>* Edmund, Sereral danghten. 



s. p. coheir, set. 23, anno 
11 Richard II. 



of Thos. coheir, at. 25, an. I 2. John Waterton. s. p. coheirs to their 

Elton. 11 Ric. II. brother. 



J 1 ' ■ I 

I. Milo, ob. tI. pat.nF 2. Ito. 3. William. 4. Alexander. Re 



P^t.y 



Robert Ellys. 



Elisabeth, married Isabel, married John Roos Margaret, married Anne, married Ro- 

J(dm Noithwood. of Egmanton.t Robot Moresby. bert Rowdiffe. 

* Vide Dagd. Bar., t. ii. p. 65. 
t His issue fldlsd in the eldest sule line, in the sixth descent ftom him, when WilUsm Boos of Egmonton left a daughter mad heir 
Saiih, who msrricd Edmaad Lsycock, and had issue, Biohard, s.p., and two daughters ; of which, EUxabeth married J. Dickinson, of 
Claypdle. in the county of Lincoln ; and Deborah, who married J. Ouseley, Bector of Fanfeld in Essex. 



FALVESLE,— (7 Ric. II.) 

John db Falvesle^ lord of Falvesle, in the county of Northampton^ had summons 
to parliament from the 7 to the 16 Ric. 11.^ inclusive^ about which time he died. He 
married Elizabeth sister and heir to John^ son and heir of William lord Say^ and is con- 
sidered to have been summoned /ure uxoris; but the writs being addressed Johanni de 
Faloesleyy cIUvaUeTf they do not support that supposition : he however died s.p., which 
rendered the barony extinct in him, whether summoned as a personal creation, or in 
right of his wife. 
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PAUCONBERG.— (22 Edw. I.) 

Walter db Fauconbbbg married Agnes^ one of the sisters and coheirs of Peter de 

Brus^'i' lord of Skipton castle, in the county of York, and thereby acquired that baronial * Vidi Bnit. 

seat. His son 

Walter de Fauconberg was summoned to parliament from the 22 to the 30 Edw. I. 
In the 29 Edw. I. he was one of those who in the parliament at Lincoln subscribed the 
letter to the pope, asserting the supremacy of England over the realm of Scotland, being 
then named ^^ Waltems dominua de Fauconberg,^^ His son and successor was another 
Walter, which 

Walter de Fauconberg had summons from the 32 Edw. I. to the 12 Edw. II., about 
which time he died. * John his son and heir also had summons from the 9 to the 23 
Edw. III., and died the same year. 

Walter, son and heir of John, had summons from the 24 to the 36 Edw. III., when he 
died, leaving by Maud his wife, sister and coheir to William baron de Pateshull,t Thomas t Vide 
his son and heir, who does not appear to have been ever summoned to parliament. He 
had issue a son John, who died in his lifetime, s. p., and also a daughter Joane, who 
became his sole heir, and married William Nevill, a younger son of Ralph, first earl of 
Westmorland. This 

NEVILL LORD FAUCONBERG.— (7 Hen. VI.) 

William Nevill had summons to parliament from 7 Hen. VI. to I Edw. IV. ; but 
in every writ till the 33 Hen. VI. he is only styled ^^William Nevill, cMv'^^ in that, and in 
aU subsequent writs he is called ^^Willielmus Nevill de Fauconberge, chitf/' He was cre- 
ated earl of Kent in 1461, but died in 1463, s.p.m.,. leaving three daughters his coheirs, 
viz : Joan, who married Sir Edward Bedhowing ; Elizabeth, who married Sir Richard 
Strangeways ; and Alice, who married Sir John Corners ; between whose heirs general 
representative the barony of Fauconberg is in abeyance. 

Dugdale mentions a William Fauconbei^ to have been summoned the 28 Edw. 1.; 
but no such name appears in the writ of that year. 

PELTON.— (6 Edw. II.) 

Robert db Pelton had summons to two parliaments, in the 6 and 7 Edw. II., but 
not after^ as he died the same year, leaving John his son and heir, who never had sum- 

» He waa tmnmg Um nobles uniiiiioMd to the Gonsnetion of Edw. II. 
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* 1^ ^eflur't mons/ which John^ by a ped%ree pene9 aucf,* is stated to have had issue Sir Thomas 
Bibl. Felton, E.G., temp. Edw. III., who, by Joan his wife, had a son Thomas, and two daugh- 
ters ; whereof Sibyl married Hartley ; and Mary, Hengrave. 

Dugdale mentions a William Felton to have been summoned to a great eomicil, the 
16 Edw. III. By the same pedigree he is stated to have been first cousin to Robert, 
viz., son of William brother to Roger or Robert, fttther of the said Robert. This William 
died the 41 Edw. III., leaving a son John, aged twenty-eight, who never had summons* 

FELTON.— £r S9gar§ MSS. (m CoU, 
Pagan de Felton. 



Wniiam, 25 Edw. I.^ Roger or Robert, 10 Edw. 1.^ 

WiUiam, aom. to pari. 16 Edw. III., ob. 41.^ Robert, sum to pari. 6 and 7 Edw. II.=t= 

John, get. 28. John.^. ..... 



Sir Thomaa, k.G. temp. Edw, III., alain 4 Ric. II.=pJoan 



Tliomas. Sibyl mar. . . . . Hartiey. Maiiparet mar Hengrsre. 



FERRERS OF CHARTLEY.— (27 Edw. I.) 

After Robert de Ferrers, the sixth and last earl of Derby, had been divested of his 
earldom and honours by Hen. III., anno 1265, his son and heir 

John de Ferrers, who inheriting the barony of Chartley from his great grandmother, 
one of the coheirs of Ranulph earl of Chester, had summons to parliament from the 27 
Edw. I., to the 5 Edw. II., inclusive, by the name of John de Ferrers, but without any. 
distinction of Chartley^ He married Hawyse, daughter and heir of Robert de Musce- 
gros, lord of Charlton, in the county of Somerset, and dying circ 1324, was succeeded 
by Robert his son and heir, which 

Robert de Ferrers had summons to a great council, the 16 Edw. III., by the deno- 
mination of Robert de Ferrers; but he never was summoned after. He died 1350, leav- 
ing two sons, whereof Robert, the youngest, married Elizabeth, daughter and heir of 
William Boteler, baron of Wemme; and John, the eldest, was his successor; but neither 
this 

John, nor Robert his son, Edmund his grandson, nor William his great grandson, 
were ever called to parliament. Edmund the grandson, married Helen daughter and 

a Dugdale in Mb Baranager nys he had enmuoiu to parliament the 16 Edw. III., hmt hie sane if not ■wntScBgd 
in the writ which was for a great council. The name of William is however therein. 

h YJJM Cm— rtpn Rofl ttf Bdw. n.--Jo**» <fe F^ntr. 



( 
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coheir of Thomas De la Roebe,* by Elisabeth, daughter and heir of Thomas De Bromwich^ * Vide Roche 
whereby William his son acquired an interest in those barouies ; assuming they were 
descendable honours. This last named William left an only daughter and heiress Anne, 
who married Walter Devereux, esq., and conveyed to him the castle of Ohaortley, and 
manors compoaing the baronial honour of her father, though for four successions not cme 
had been recognised by summons to parliament subsequent to the 16 Edw. IIL 



DEVEREUX, sivB FERRERS.— (1 Edw. IV.) 

Wai^tbr Dbvbbbux having married Anne daughter and heiress of William lord Ferrers, 
had summons to parliament the 1 Edw. IV. by writ directed *^ Waltero Devereux de Fev^ 
rerSy MUiii/* and the 2 Edw. IV., by writ addressed, viz., " Waltero lyEvereux Domino 
de Ferrers, Chw.,^ and from thence to the 1 Richard III. inclusive ; but in no instance is 
the addition of de Chartley given. His son and heir, 

John, had summons from the 1 the 12 Hen. VII., as ^^ John Deveretuff de Ferrers, 
Cfdv.^' He married Cicely, daughter and heir of Henry Bourchier, earl of Essex, and 
thereby brought the barony of Bourchier into his family. He died circ. 1497* 

Walter Devereux, his son and heir, had summons from the 1 Hen. VIII., todihe 3 
Edw. VI., (1548), and in 1550 was created viscount Hereford. Richard, his son, dying 
in his lifetime, left a son Walter, heir to his grandfather, which 

Walter was created earl of Essex, and was father of Robert the second earl of Essex, 
the great favourite of queen Elizabeth, and beheaded in 1600, when aU his honours be^ 
came forfeited. He had issue a son Robert and two daughters ; which 

Robert the third eail of Essex, was restoi^d together with his sisters, in blood and 
honours, by act of parliament, in 1603. He was the parliamentary general at the break- 
ing out of the civil war, and died s.p., whereby the earldom of Essex became extinct; 
the viscounty of Hereford devolved upon his next heir male ; and the baronies of De 
Ferrers and Bourchier fell into abeyance between his two sisters and coheirs ; of which, 
Frances married William Seymour, marquis of Hertford ; and Dorothy Sir Henry Shir^ 
ley, hart., whose grandson 

Sir Robert Shirley was summoned to parliament, and took his seat the 28th of 
January 1677-8, as baron Ferrers. He was afterwards created eari Ferrers ; and Robert 
his son and heir apparent, dying before him, left, a daughter and heiress, Eliasabetfa, who 
upon her grandfather's decease was his heir to the barony of Ferrers. She married 
James Compton, eari of Northampton, whose sole surviving daughter, Charlotte, became 
eventually heiress of her motlier, in the barony of Ferrers, and married George Towna- 
hend, then viseount, bat aftmrwaids ereated marquess Townshcnd, whose scm Geoi^, 
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upon the decease of his mother, was admitted to the barony, yitft patris, and took Us 
seat as lord de Ferrers, the 28th of April, 1774. In his son the barony is now vested* 

It is to be noticed, that the barony of Bourchier is considered to remain in abeyance 
between the heirs general of Frances and Dorothy, the two sisters of Robert, the last 
Deverenx, earl of Essex; Frances being represented by the present dnke of Bucking- 
ham ; and Dorothy by the marquess of Townshend, as before mentioned. 

It may be queried as to the precedency of this barony, whether it can be assumed 
from the writ of the 27 Edw. I. to John de Ferrers, of whose sitting there is not any 
evidence from the rolls of parliament ; whose son Robert was only summoned to a great 
council the 16 Edw. III., but never after, nor any of his descendants, tiU Walter Dever- 
eux, who married Anne, the sole daughter and heir of William, the great-great-great- 
grandson of John the first Ferrers, was summoned to parliament as Walter Devereux de 
FerrerSj chk^; which indicates that the descendable barony was first created in him, by 
virtue of his said writ, the 1 Edw. IV. 



FERRERS OF 6ROBT.— (25 Edw. I.) 

WiLiiiAM DE Febbebs, a youuger brother to Robert, earl of Derby, and unde to John 
de Ferrers of Chardey, had by the gift of his mother, Margaret, one of the daughters and 
coheirs of Roger de Quinci, earl of Winchester, the manor of Groby, in the county of 
Leicester. He died circ. 16 Edw. I., leaving 

William de Ferrers his son and heir, who had summons to parliament &t)m the 25 

* Coran.Bot. Edw. I., to the 18 E^w. IL, as also to that king's coronation.* In the 29 Edw. I., he 

^^' "* was one of the barons, who in the parliament at Lincoln, subscribed the letter to the 

pope, touching the supremacy of England over the realm of Scotland, being then written 

^ WVlielnna de Ferrariis domimts de Groby. '^ 

Henry, son of William, had summons from the 4 to the 16 Edw. III. He died the 
year following, 1343, leaving by Isabel de Verdon, his wife, one of the daughters and 
coheirs of Theobald de Verdon, William his son and heir, and one of the coheirs of the 
barony of Verdon, which 

William de Ferrers was summoned from the 28 to the 43 Edw. III. He married 
Margaret, daughter and coheir of Robert de Ufford, earl of Suffolk, and by her had 
Henry his successor, summoned bom the 1 to the 11 Richard II., whose son, 

William de Ferrers, was summoned fitim the 20 Richard II. to the 23 Hen. VI. He 
had issue two sons, whereof, Thomas the second, married Elisabeth, one of the sisters 
and coheirs of Baldwin de Freville, called baron of Tamworth, in the county of Warwick; 
and Henry the eldest dying vL pat., left an only daughter Elisabeth, heiress to her 
grandfather, in the barony of Ghoby, who married Sir Edward Grey^ knight. 
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GREY OP GROBY, bivb FERRERS.— (25 Hen. VI.) 

This Sir Edward Grey, in consequence of his said marriage, was summoned to parliar 
ment from the 25 to the 33 Hen. VL, by writ directed ^^Edwardo de Gretfy Militiy Domn 
inu8 de Groby,^^ His son 

John Grey was never summoned, and was slain on the king's part, in the battle of 
St. Albans, 39 Hen. VI., leaving Thomas his son and heir ; which 

Thomas was first created earl of Huntingdon, and afterwards marquess of Dorset, 
by king Edw. IV. He married Cecily, daughter and heir of William lord Bonvile, and 
was succeeded by his eldest surviving son Thomas, the second marquess of Dorset ; 
whose son 

Henry, the third marquess, was by Edw. VI. created duke of Suffolk. He married 
Frances, eldest daughter and coheir of Charles Brandon, duke of Suffolk, by Mary the 
French queen, youngest sister to king Hen. VIIL, by which great lady he had issue 
three daughters, viz : the lady Jane Grey, who married lord Guildford Dudley, and was 
beheaded temp, queen Mary ; Lady Catherine, who married first Henry lord Herbert, 
firom whom she was divorced, and secondly Edward Seymour, earl of Hereford, now ' ^i^^^*^ 
represented by the duke of Buckingham, as her heir general ; and lady Mary Grey, who 
married Martin Keys, groom porter to Queen Eliz., but died s.p. 

The tragical death of the duke of Suffolk, and of his unfortunate daughter, the lady 
Jane Grey, are too well known subjects of history to be here mentioned ; it may suffice 
therefore to say, that he was beheaded in 1554, the 2 queen Mary; and being attainted, 
all his honours, together with his vast estate, became forfeited, or otherwise the present 
duke of Buckingham, on the part of his mother, would be the heir general* ^ 



FERRERS OP WEMME.— (49 Edw. III.) 

Robert Fbrbers, a younger grandson of the first John de Ferrers of Chartley, married 
Ehzabeth, daughter and heir of William Boteler, baron of Wemme, and had summons to 
parliament from 49 Edw. III., to 2 Richard IL, by writ directed, viz., '* Roberto de Fer- 
rers, de WemmeP He died 4 Richard II., leaving Robert his son and heir, and Elizabeth 
his wife, surviving; which Robert never had summons, but died vit& matris, having had 
issue two daughters, his coheirs, viz ; Elizabeth, who married John son of Ralph loid 
Greystock; and Mary, who married Ralph Neville, a younger son of Ralph earl of West- 
morland; between the heirs general of which daughters the barony of Ferrers of Wemme, 
or of Boteler of Wemme^ remains in abeyance ; which heirs general are considered the 
earl of Carlisle, and the lords Stourton and Petre, from Elizabeth ; and the baroness de 
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upon the decease of his mother, was admitted to the barony, yitft patris, and took his 
seat as lord de Ferrers, the 28th of April, 1774* In his son the barony is now vested* 

It is to be noticed, that the barony of Bourchier is considered to remain in abeyance 
between the heirs general of Frances and Dorothy, the two sisters of Robert, the last 
Devereux, earl of Essex ; Frances being represented by the present duke of Bucking- 
ham ; and Dorothy by the marquess of Townshend, as before mentioned. 

It may be queried as to the precedency of thb barony, whether it can be assumed 
from the writ of the 27 Edw. I. to John de Ferrers, of whose sitting there is not any 
evidence from the rolls of parliament ; whose son Robert was only summoned to a great 
oouncU the 16 Edw. III., but never after, nor any of his descendants, till Walter Dever- 
eux, who married Anne, the sole daughter and heir of William, the great-great-great- 
grandson of John the first Ferrers, was summoned to parliament as Walter Devereux de 
FerrerSy chiv^; which indicates that the descendable barony was first created in him, by 
virtue of his said writ, the 1 Edw. IV. 



FERRERS OF GROBY.— (25 Edw. I.) 

William de Ferrers, a younger brother to Robert, earl of Derby, and uncle to John 
de Ferrers of Chartley, had by the gift of his mother, Margaret, one of the daughters and 
coheirs of Roger de Quinci, earl of Winchester, the manor of Oroby, in the county of 
Leicester. He died circ. 16 Edw. I., leaving 

William de Ferrers his son and heir, who had summons to parliament from the 25 

* Cor<m.Rot. Edw. I., to the 18 Edw. II., as also to that king's coronation.* In the 29 Edw. I., he 

Bdw. II. .^j^j^ ^jjg q£ ^y^^ barons, who in the parliament at Lincoln, subscribed the letter to the 

pope, touching the supremacy of England over the realm of Scotland, being then written 

" WiUielmus de Ferrariis dominus de Groby,^^ 

Henry, son of William, had summons firom the 4 to the 16 Edw. III. He died the 
year following, 1343, leaving by Isabel de Verdon, his wife, one of the daughters and 
coheirs of Theobald de Verdon, William his son and heir, and one of the coheirs of the 
barony of Verdon, which 

William de Ferrers was summoned from the 28 to the 43 Edw. III. He married 
Margaret, daughter and coheir of Robert de Ufford, earl of Suffolk, and by her had 
Henry his successor, summoned from the 1 to the 11 Richard II., whose son, 

William de Ferrers, was summoned from the 20 Richard 11. to the 23 Hen. VI. He 
had issue two sons, whereof, Thomas the second, married Elizabeth, one of the sisters 
and coheirs of Baldwin de Freville, called baron of Tamworth, in the county of Warwick; 
and Henry the eldest dying vi. pat., left an only daughter Elizabeth, heiress to her 
grandfather, in the barony of Ghroby, who married Sir Eidward Grey, knight. 
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GREY OF 6ROBT, sivb FERRERS.— (25 Hen. VI.) 

This Sir Edward Orey, in consequence of his said marriage, was summoned to parlia- 
ment from the 25 to the 33 Hen. VI., by writ directed ^^ Edwardo de Grey, Militiy Dam- 
inu8 de Groby/^ His son 

John Grey was never summoned, and was slain on the king's part, in the battle of 
St. Albans, 39 Hen. VI., leaving Thomas his son and heir; which 

Thomas was first created earl of Huntingdon, and afterwards marquess of Dorset, 
by king Edw. IV. He married Cecily, daughter and heir of William lord Bonvile, and 
was succeeded by his eldest surviving son Thomas, the second marquess of Dorset ; 
whose son 

Henry, the third marquess, was by Edw. VI. created duke of Suffolk. He married 
Frances, eldest daughter and coheir of Charles Brandon, duke of Suffolk, by Mary the 
French queen, youngest sister to king Hen. VIII., by which great lady he had issue 
three daughters, viz : the lady Jane Grey, who married lord Guildford Dudley, and was 
beheaded temp, queen Mary ; Lady Catherine, who married first Henry lord Herbert, 
from whom she was divorced, and secondly Edward Seymour, earl of Hereford, now ^ ^'ua.*^ 
represented by the duke of Buckingham, as her heir general ; and lady Mary Grey, who 
married Martin Keys, groom porter to Queen Eliz., but died s.p. 

The tragical death of the duke of Suffolk, and of his unfortunate daughter, the lady 
Jane Grey, are too well known subjects of history to be here mentioned ; it may suffice 
therefore to say, that he was beheaded in 1554, the 2 queen Mary; and being attainted, 
all his honours, together with his vast estate, became forfeited, or otherwise the present 
duke of Buckingham, on the part of his mother, would be the heir generaL ^ 



FERRERS OF WEMME.— (49 Enw. III.) 

RoBEBT Febbebs, a younger grandson of the first John de Ferrers of Chartley, married 
Elizabeth, daughter and heir of William Boteler, baron of Wemme, and had summons to 
parliament from 49 Edw. III., to 2 Richard II., by writ directed, viz., '^ Roberto de Fer- 
rera, de WemmeP He died 4 Richard II., leaving Robert his son and heir, and Elizabeth 
his wife, surviving; which Robert never had summons, but died vit& matris, having had 
issue two daughters, his coheirs, viz ; Elizabeth, who married John son of Ralph lord 
Greystock; and Mary, who married Ralph Neville, a younger son of Ralph earl of West- 
morland; between the heirs general of which daughters the barony of Ferrers of Wemme, 
or of Boteler of Wemme^ remains in abeyance ; which heirs general are considered the 
earl of Carlisle, and the lords Stourton and Petre, from Elizabeth ; and the baroness de 
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Clifford^ Sophia daughter of Thomas viscount Sydney^ Mary Elizabeth, her sister^ wife 
of George James Cholmondeley^ esq. ; and Augustus lord Bury^ son of Elizabeth South- 
well, by William Charles, earl of Albemarle, from Mary who married Ralph Neville* 



PITZ ALAN OF BEDALE.— (23 Edw. I.) 

Bryan Fitz Alan had summons to parliament from the 23 to the 33 Edw. I. In the 29 
Edw. I. he was one of the barons who at the parliament at Lincoln subscribed the letter to 
the pope, asserting the supremacy of England over the realm of Scotland, by the name of 
'' Bryanus filvua Alaniy dominus de BedaleJ^' He died the 33 Edw. I., leaving two daugh- 
ters, his coheirs, viz ; Agnes, who married Sir Gilbert Stapleton ; and Catherine, who 

♦ Vide Ghrcy, married John lord Grey, of Rotherfield.* Sir Gilbert Stapleton had issue Miles, his 
eldest son, father of Bryan, whose son. Sir Miles had issue two daughters his coheirsi, 
viz ; Elizabeth, who married Calthorpe ; and Joane, who married Christopher 

t Vid-Ingbam Harcourtf 



FITZ HUGH.— (14 Edw. II.) 

Hbnry Fitz Hugh was summoned to parliament from the 14 Edw. II. to the 25 
Edw. III. He died in 1356, and Henry his son having died before him, he was suc- 
ceeded by his grandson 

Henry Fitz Hugh, who had summons from the 1 to the 10 Richard II. ; his son, 
another Henry, had summons from the 11 Richard II., to the 2 Hen. YI. He married 
Elizabeth, daughter and heir of Robert, son and heir of John lord Grey, of Rotherfield, 
by Avice, sister and heir to Robert lord Marmion, his second wife. 

William, his son and heir, was summoned from the 7 to the 29 Hen. YI., and died 
the 31 of the same reign, leaving Henry his son and heir, who had summons from the 
S3 Hen. VL, to the 10 Edw. IV., and was succeeded by 

Richard his son and heir, who was summoned from the 22 Edw. IV., to the 3 Hen. 
VIL, and died circ. 1508, having had issue Greorge, the seventh parliamentary baron, 
who had summons from the 1 to the 3 Hen. VIII., and died the year following (1512) 
s.p. ; when Alice, wife of Sir John Fienes, father of Thomas lord Dacre, and Sir Thomas 
Parr, son of Elizabeth, wife of Sir William Parr, knight, were found his next heirs : liie 
said Elizabeth and Alice being his aunts, viz., daughters of Henry the fifth baron. 

The barony of Fitz Hugh has ever since remained in abeyance between these two 
sisters ; of which, Alice is represented by the present lord Dacre ; and Elizabeth by the 
of Bute. 
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FITZ PAIN.— (25 Edw. I.) 

ft 

RooBB or Robert Fitz Pain* married Margaret (or Margery)^ one of the suten and * Thidg, toI. i. 
coheirs of Alured de Lincolnia, a great feudal baron, whose ancestor Alured de Lincohiia ^' 
at the time of the general siurvey held fifty-one manprs in the county of Lincoln* Robert 
his son, who died the 9 Edw. L, left issue Robert his son and heir, which 

Robert Fitz Pain had summons to parliament from the 25 Edw. I. to the 8 Edw. 
II., to whose coronation he also had summons.t In the 29 Edw. I., he was one of the t Coron Rot. 

1 Rdw II 

barons in the parliament at Lincoln who subscribed the famous letter to the pope, being 
then designated ^^ Robertus filius Pagani Dominus de Lanwor/' He died the 9 Edw. II., 
leaving by Isabel his wife, 

Robert Fitz Pain his son and heir, who had summons from the 1 to the 25 Edw. 
III., and died the 28 Edw. III.,t leaving Isabel his daughter and heir, who married John ^ Egeh. n. 41. 
Chidiock, as the following record shows : § Edw"?il ^ 

^' Isabella, daughter and heir of Robert Fitz Pain, wife of John Chidiock, livery of Rot. 2. 
the manor of Chelburgh with other lands in the counties of Dorset and Somerset, Isa- 
bella set. XXX. et amp.^^ 

This Isabel (or Isabella) it would seem was his only child, and by a former wife 
whose name is not mentioned ; for at the time of his death he left Ela his wife surviving, ' 
who had been previously the wife of John Mareschal of the county of Norfolk,|| with n Rot. Pat. i 
which Ela, at the time of his death, he was jointly seised of certain manors in the coun- g ^ ^ ' 
ties of Dorset and Somerset, with remainder to the heirs of their two bodies lawfully 
begotten ; defietult thereof, the remainder to Robert, the son of Richard de Grey of Codnor, 
and Elizabeth his wife, and the heirs of the said Robert, son of Richard, which Robert, 
upon the death of Robert Fitz Pain without issue by the said Ela, succeeded to the 
manors accordingly, and being thus made heir of entail, assumed the name of Fitz Pain. . 



ROBERT DE GREY, alias FITZ PAIN. 

DuoDALB relates that this Robert Fitz P^ was summoned to parliament the 43 Edw. 
III. ; but from the Lists of Summons, sometime since printed by order of the House of 
Lords, the name of Robert Fitz Pain does not appear in the writ of that year, nor in any 
after summons whatsoever; so that no barony of Fitz P^ was created in him, and he 
was not heir of the previous old barony. 

Under this circumstance there was not any barony of Fitz Pain which could des- 
cend to his daughter Isabel who married Richard de Poynings ; nor through the said 
Richard and Isabel to Alianor or Eleanor, their great^gnnddaiigfater, who married Henry 

VOL. I. c c 
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Percy. As such the assumption of the title by the earls of Northumberland was unwar- 
ranted ; and even if warranted, would not now be vested in the present Seymour Smith- 
son femily of Percy, duke of Northumberland ; for by the death of Henry, the sixth 
earl of Northumberland, s.p., and the attainder of Sir Thomas Percy his brother, who 
would have been his heir, they with his other honours became forfeited. And again, 
had the]^iiot been forfeited, they would ultimately have fallen into abeyance between t^e 
daughters and coheiresses of Thomas the seventh earl, who however was attainted and 
♦ Vida Percy, his attainder never reversed.* 

1 ^Robert Fitz Pain, ob. 28 Edw. III. — Bteh. n. 41. =2. EU, BorviTed her hiubend. e. p. 

I 
Isabel, daughter and heir.^John Chidock. 

I ' 

Sir John Chidock.^ 

I ' 

Sir. John Chidiock.^ 



Katharine, * daughter and coheir, married let Margaret,* daughter and coheir, married 

Sir William Stafford, 2nd Sir John Arundel. William k>rd Stonrton. 

GREY FITZ PAIN. 

Robert, son of Richard de Grey, took the name of ^Elizabeth, sister to Sir 
Fits Pun, ob. 17 Richard ll.—Rot Fin. no. 24. I Gay de Bryan, K. G. 

Isabel, daughter and heir. — JS«eA.^Richard de Poynings. Will dated 17 of Jannary, 1387» proved 26 of September^ 
16 JUc. JI. m. 12, p. 2. j mentions Isabel his wife, dan. of Sir Robert de Grey, Uien called Fits nuk. 

I 
Robert Poynings.nF 

I ' 

Richard, ob. vi. pat.^Alianor or Eleanor Berkley. 



Alienor or Eleanor, daughter and heir, married Sir Henry Percy, son of the earl of Nortfaunberland. 

* Between the repreeentatlTef of thcie two daughters and ooheiretMS the old berooy of Fiti Fain ii in abej«nae. 



FITZ WALTER.— (23 Edw. I.) 

RoBEtiT FiTZ Walter* was the principal commander of the barons' army^ and appoint- 
ed to observe the observation of the famous Magna Charta (now a dead letter) of king 
John. His grandson 

Robert had summons to parliament from the 23 Edw. I. to the 19 Edw. 11.^ In 

» The potency of this eminent person is manifested in the liher Niger Scaocarii, wherein his fiither Walter 
states his knights' fees to he sizty-tfaree and one half de yeteri feoffamento ; and three and a foarth part de novo. 

It was Maade, the heantifbl daughter of this haron, residing at Dunmow, whose chastity king John solicited^ 
and thereby brought on him the wrath and indignation of her father, who then roused the barons to arms. — (Vide 
Drayton's Heroiek EpUilei.J But this is rather considered a fabulous story. 

b He was present in the parliament of the 6 Edw. I. at Westminster, when Alexander king of the Soots did 
homage for his kingdom ; but no writ of summons is extant for that year. — (Vide Rot. Parl.t voi. t., p, 72A0 
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the 29 Edw. I. he was one of the barons in the parliament at Lincoln who subscribed 
the memorable letter to the pope^ asserting the supremacy of England over the realm 
of Scotland, being then written '^ Robertus fUku WaUeri DominuB de Wodeham.*^ He 
died circ. 19 Edw. II, having married Denrorguil, one of the daughters and coheirs of 
John de Burgh, and had issue 

Robert his son and heir, who never had summons to parliament. He died the 2 
Edw. III., leaving by Joane his wife,^ one of the daughters and coheirs of John de Mul- ^^^' ||| 
ton of Egremond, a feudal baron of great estate, John his son and heir, which Rot. 2. 

John had summons from the 15 to the 34 Edw. III., inclusive, and died the year 
following (1361), to whom succeed Walter,^ his son, summoned from the 43 Edw. III.^ 
to the 9 Richard II., and died the following year, leaving at that time, 

Walter, his son and heir, summoned from the 14 Richard II., to the 5 Hen. IV. — 
He married Joan, daughter, and ultimately heir of John baron Devereux, and by her had 
Humphry, who died infra atatem, s.p., and Walter, the next baron, heir to his brother, 
which Walter, the last of his name, was summoned from the 7 to the 9 Hen. VI., and 
died anno 1432, s.p.m,, leaving Elizabeth his daughter and heir, who married Sir John 
Ratdiffe, knight, son of Sir John Ratdiffe, who married Catherine, one of the grand- 
daughters and coheirs of Hugh baron Bumell.t fVidtBanMll. 



RATCLIFFE Bi\RON FITZ WALTER.— (1 Hen. VII.) 

* 

This Sir John Ratcliffe, by the said Elizabeth Fitz Walter, had John his son and heir, 
who was summoned from the 1 to the 1 1 Hen. VII. ; but was afterwards beheaded and 
attainted in 1495, when his honours became forfeited. 

Robert Ratcliffe, son and heir, was afterwards, by act of parliament, the 1 Hen. 
VIIL, restored in blood and honours, and had summons to parliament from the 3 to 
the 14 Hen. VIII., by writ directed ''Roberto Ratcliffe de FUz Walter, Chiv.'' In 1525 
he was created viscount Fitz Walter ; and in 1529 earl of Sussex, in which superior dig- 
nities the barony of Fitz Walter remained merged for several successions. He had issue 
two sons, Henry and Humphry. 

Henry, the eldest, was next earl of Sussex, and was twice married, first to Elizabeth 
Howard, and secondly to Anne Calthorpe. By his first wife he had issue two sons, Tho- 
mas the third earl, who died s.p., and Henry, the fourth earl, heir to his brother ; by his 
second wife he had a daughter Frances, who married Sir Thomas Mildmay. 

* He is stated by Dugdale to haye married Fhilippa, daughter and coheir of John de Mohun, of Dnnster, and to 
haTe had by her Walter his sncoessor ; but this seems erroneous, as it was Robert his eldest brother who married her, 
ind died tI. pat ■.p.— Fi<2« Peter Le Nevee'e CoUeetUme, and Blom^ltTe Norf., vol, t., p. 9. 
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Heiuy^ the fourth eail, was suooeeded by his only son Bobert, the fifth earl, who 
died 8.p., in 1629, whereupon the barony of Fits Walter devolved on the issue of Frances 
Mildmayj his aunt of the half blood ; but the titles of viscount Fits Walter and earl of 
Sussex descended to Edward Ratdiffe, his cousin, son of Humphry, next brother to 
Henry the second earl, but this Edward, the sixth and last earl, dying s.p*, in 1641, 
those titles became extinct. 



MILDMAY BARON FITZ WALTER. 

Sir Henry Mildmay, son of lady Frances Ratcliffe, by Sir Thomas Mildmay, claimed 

IwSldEi! *® barony of Fitz Walter,* in right of his mother, in 1640, but died in 1654, leaving 

Bw. Tol. li. Robert his son and heir, who by Mary his wife, daughter and coheir of Sir Thomas 

Edmonds, knight, had two sons ; Henry, who died s.p., and Benjamin ; also a daughter 

Mary who married Henry Mildmay, of Graces, esq. This 

Benjamin Mildmay, great-grandson of the lady Frances renewed the claim of his 
grandfather, and was allowed the barony, and took his seat as baron Fitz Walter the 
t JoiiTn.Dom. ]4th February, 1669.t He had issue two sons, Charles and Benjamin. 
t Ibid. Charles, second Mildmay lord Fitz Walter, took his seat the 6th November, 1691 ;t 

but dying s.p. he was succeeded by his brother Benjamin, which 
i Ibid. Benjamin, third baron, took his seat the 28th of January, l727-§ He was after- 

wards created viscount Harwich and earl Fitz Walter, and died in 17^6, s.p., when these 
dignities became extinct, and the barony of Fitz Walter fell into abeyance between the 
daughters and coheirs of Mary, the wife of Henry Mildmay, of Graces before mentioned. 
These daughters were Mary, who married Charles Goodwin, esq. ; Lucy, Thomas Gar- 
diner, esq.; Elizabeth, Edmund Waterson, s.p. ; Frances, Christopher Fowler, mer- 
chant of London ; and Catherine, colonel Thomas Townshend. 

The barony is now under claim before the lords' committees for privileges by Sir 

Brook Wm. Bridges bart. descended firom Frances Mildmay who married Christ. Fowler. 

Although no writ of summons is upon record for the parliament of the 6 Edw* I., 

II yoLLp.224 yet it appears from the rolls of parliament that|] one was holden in that year, at which 

Alexander king of the Scots did homage to king Edward, and acknowledged himself his 

liege man, and at which Robert Fitz Walter was one of those who were present. 

FITZ WARINE.— (45 Hkn. III. and t2 Edw. L) 

FuiiKB Fitz Wabine was one of those who in the character of a baron had summons to 
n. 3. in Don! the parliament convened to meet in London by writ the 45 Hen* III.^ His son and heir, 



I 
I 
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Fulke Fits Warine had suminoiu to parliament firom the 22 £dw» I. to the 8 Edw. 
II., induBiTe. The 29 Edw. I. he iras one of the barons in the parliament at Linooln 
who subscribed and sealed the famous letter to Ae pope;* and the 1 Edw. 11. was snm* * Dngd. Lte 
moned to that king's coronation.t In the two last years of his summons to pailiament f Conm^KoL 
he is styled senior, whidi designation is continued from the 9 to die IS Edw. II., in the ^ ^^' ^ 
seyeral writs, yet considered as an error for Fulk his son, as he died circ. the 8 Edw. IL 
(1314). 

Fulke Fitz Warine^ his son and heir, had summons firom the 14 Edw. II. to the 9 
Edw. III., indusiTe, as Fulke Fits Warine ; and if the writs before observed upon were 
erroneous, then he had summons firom the 9 Edw. IL 

Fulke Fitz Warine his son and heir, had never summons to parliament, and died 
circ. 47 Edw. III., leaving another Fulke his scm and hnr, which 

Fulke Fitz Warine never had summons to parliament, and died the 1 Ric IL, leaving 

Fulke Fitz Warine hb son and heir, who also never had summons to parliament. 
This Fulke married Elizabeth, sister and heir of John, son and heir of Sir William Co- 
gan, knight,^ and died the 15 Ric. IL, having had issue a younger son John, who died t Vide Cogvi, 
s.p* the 2 Hen. Y., and 



Fulke his son and heir, ^o was never summoned, and died the 9 Hen. IV., 
had issue a son Fulke who died viti patris the 8 Hen. IV., leaving issue a son Fulke 
and a daughter Elizabeth, which 

Fulke Fitz Warine died in his minority the 8 Hen. V., s.p., leaving his only sister 
Elizabeth his heir, who married Richard Hanckford, esq., and had issue Elizabeth, who 
died s.p. ; and Thomasine, hereafter mentioned. 



BOURCHIER LORD FITZ WARINE.— (27 Hbn. VL) 

81B William Bourchibb, a younger son of William, earl of Ewe, having married 
Thomasine, only surviving daughter and heir of Richard Hanckford by Elizabeth his 
wife, sister and sole heiress of Fulke Fitz Warine, was summoned to parliament as '^ffU- 
Uelmo Bourchier MUiti Domino de Fitz Warine/^ from the 27 Hen. VI. to the 9 Edw. IV.§ § Dngd. liiu 

Fulke Bourchier, his son and heir, was summoned only in the 12 Edw. lY. He 
married Elizabeth, one of the sisters and coheirs of John lord Dynham, and had issue 

John Bourchier lord Fitz Warine, who was summoned firom the 7 Hen. VII. to the 
28 Hen. VIIL, and was afterwards created earl of Bath, 9th July, 1536, shortly after 
which he died, leaving by Cecily (or Florence) his wife, sister and heiress to her brother 
Henry D'Aubeney,)! earl of Bridgewater, H yj^ Wk^ 

John Bourchier, second earl of Bath, his son and heir ; whose son and heirappaient ^''^^ 
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John, deceasing in his lifetime, left a son William, who upon the death of his grand* 
fisither in 1560, 3 queen Elizabeth, succeeded to the earldom and barony. This * 

William, third earl of Bath, died the 21 James I., 1623, and was succeeded by his 
son and heir 

Edward, the fourth Bourchier earl of Bath, and sixth of his name, baron Fits Warine. 
He dying in 1636 without issue male surviving, the earldom of Bath became extinct, and 
the barony of Fitz Warine fell into abeyance between his three daughters and coheirs. 

Of these, Elizabeth married Basil, earl of Denbigh, s.p. ; Dorothy married, first, 
Thomas lord Grey of Oroby, heir apparent to the earl of Stamford, and had issue Tho- 
mas, earl of Stamford, s.p., and two daughters ; whereof, Elizabeth was wife of Henry 
Benson, esq. ; Anne married, first, James Grove esq., seijeant at law, and secondly, 
Grustavus Mackworth, esq., by whom she had a daughter Mary ; Anne Bourchier, the 
third daughter, married, first, James Cranfield, earl of Middlesex, and had a daughter 
Elizabeth who wedded John lord Brackley, s.p.s., and secondly. Sir Christopher Wrey, 
bart, great-grandfather of Sir Bourchier Wrey, bart. 

It has been well remarked by Sir Harris Nicolas in his Peerage Synopsis, that only 
two of the Fitz Warine name had summons to parliament ; and that no sitting imder 
their writs appears from the roUs of parliament, otherwise than in the parliament at Lin- 
coln the 29 Edw. I., while it is shewn that through divers descents from the 9 Eldw. III. 
to the 27 Hen. VI. none were again summoned. Hence it may be inferred, that Sir 
William Bourchier was the first who acquired an inheritable barony of Fitz Warine by 
that designation under his writ of summons in the 27 Hen. VI. 



Fnlke Fiti Warine, sum. to parL 23 Edw. I., ob. circ. 8 Edw. II.^Margaret or MaM, daughter to . . 

Foike, ob. 23 Edw. III.=?=A]ianoTe, daughter of William Beanchamp, in the county of 'Someraet. 

, 1 . , 

Fulke, ob. 47 Edw. III.=i=Margaret de Aldithley. Mabel, married John Tregoa. 

FuIjEe, ob. 1 Ric. 11.^ 

I 

Fulke, ob. 15 Ric. H.^Eliaabeth Cogan, ob. 21 Ric. II. 
Fuke, ob. 9 Henrj iy.^Alice, daughter of 



Sir John Fiti Warine, knight, ob. 2 Henry Y. a. p. 



Fnlke, ob. 8 Hen. IV, vitft pat.^Anne, daughter of William lord Botreaux. 



Fulke, ob. a. p. 8 Henry V. 



Elizabeth, heir to her brother .^Richard Hankford, Eaq. 



Thomaaine, dau. and sole heir.^Sir W.Bourchier, sum. to pari. 27 Hen. VI. as lord Fits Warine. Elizabeth, ob. a.p 

Fuke Bourchier lord Fitz Warine, ob. 19 Edw. IV.^Elizabeth, sister and coheir to John lord Dinham. 

John, created earl^=Cecilie or Florence, daughter of Giles 
of Bath, the 28 of lord D' Aubeney, and sister and heir 
Henry VIII. | to Henry, earl of Bridgewitsr. 

a 



Joane, mar. 
James lord 
Audley. 



Elizabeth, married 1st Sir Ed. 
ward Stanhope, knight, 2nd Sir 
Richard F^e,knight. 



' A_^.„_^„,_.. .. TT =rr 



1. Elin-^. Eka-^ohn, 2iidear]^3. Mugarat, dan. AmUB. Efizabeth, mar. DoroAy, mar. Margaret. 
bethHon- ( nor Man- I of Bath, ob. 3 I and heir of John Giles. Edw. Chichee- Sir Jbhn Fol- Anne, 
gerford. r- ' ners. EUiabeth. * 1 Donnington. ter, Esq. ford, knight. Alianor. 

[ — ^r' 1 — n , . . T77 ~l 1 

Eliza- Johnlor^Frances Hen- George.^Martha Volke. Mary, Cedlie, Elisabedi. Sn- Bridget, mar. 

hath. Fits Wa- Kitson. ry. How- mar. mar. Margaret, san- Ar^nr Price, 

rine. ard. Hugh Iliomas Praises. na. of Yaynor, 

Wiat. Peyton. Esquire. 



r 



WilHam., third earl of Bath,^Elisabeth Rnaaell. Sir Henry Bourchier, snooeeded as fifth earl of 

ob. 21 James I. J Bath, ob. 1654, s. p. 

1. Dorothy^Eaward, 4th earl of Bath,=2. Anne Lovett, Robert. John. FhoiOes, died 

St. John. I ob. 1636, s. p. s. p. Both died yonng. nnmarried. 






John, Elizabeth, mar. 1. Thoma^Dorothy.=p2. Gustavus 1. James Cran-=pAnne.^. Sir Chi- 

Basil, earl of lord Grey, 



young. Denbigh, s. p. of Groby. 



Mackworth, field, earl of 

Esquire. Middlesex. 



I . . -.. I . -: — -T — ' - Z T. _.r 



I Chester 
I Wrey.bart. 
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llibmas, earl of Elizabeth, married Anne, mar. James Grove, Mary, mar. Eliza-=^rohn lord Sir Bourchier 
Stamford, s. p. Hen. Benson, Esq. sergeant at law. beth. s.p. Brackley. Wrey, bart.-i 

BHsabetb Christiana died umiarried. Jane Grey.7Lucy»Knightly. esq., of Fansley. Sir Bourchier Wrey, brt. 

I ' I 

Valen ti n e , son and heir,7Elizabeth, daughter of Edmond Dnmmer, Sir Bourchier, 

died in 1754. | of Swathling, Hampshire, esq. Wrey, baronet. 

J-nr— 1 I I I I I 

Lncy Knightly, esq. Six other children. 

WILLIAM PITZ WARINE.— (16 Edw. III.) 

William Fitz Warine, supposed to be a younger brother to the second Fulke^ had 
summons the 16 Edw. III. among the earls and barons to attend a great council to be 
holden at Westminster, but which is not denominated in the writ, a parliament.* He was * Dog. lisu 
never again summoned, nor any of his descendants. He died circ. 1361, leaving a son *™»"»' 
named Ivo, of whom no further mention is made, than that he died the 2 Hen. V., having 
had issue by Maud his wife, daughter of Sir John Argentine, a daughter and heir Eliza- 
beth, who was second wife to Sir John Chidiock.t fToOn.Qknux 

ToL i., p. 328* 

JOHN FITZ REGINALD.— (22 Edw. I.) 
For an account of this eminent person vide Vol. II. 

FITZ WILLIAM.— (1 Edw. III.) 

William Fitz William, whose ancestor is said to have attended the conqueror into 
England, though none of them are before noticed by any parliamentary writs of sum- 
mons, was called by writ to attend at Newcastle-upon-Tyne with divers earls and barons, 
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equu.et armis> the 1 Edw. III. ; but his name is not mentioned in the writs of summons 
to parliament the same year which were convened to meet at Lincoln and York. After 
this time, it does not appear that either he or any of his descendants were again sum- 
moned. 



POLIOT.— (23 Edw. I.) 

The account of this family by Dugdale is very confused and unconnected. But the only 
one of the name who appears to have had summons to parliament was 

Jordan Foliot, who was called by writ in the 23 and 25 Eklw. I., but never after^ nor 
any of his descendants^ which in the female line, by two coheiresses, viz., Mai^ry, who 
* Vidfl Hast- married Hugh de Hastings ;* and Margaret, who married John de Camois,t are now 
f'^Ctmoifl ^prc^^tecl by Sir Jacob Astley, bart, lately allowed lord de Hastings, and Henry L'Es- 
trange Styleman, esq., coheirs general of the said Hugh de Hastings ; and by Mr. Sto- 
nor, lately allowed the barony of Camois, and his coheirs in the said barony as cohtirs 
general of Margaret Foliot, the wife of John de Camois. 



FRESCHEVILLE.— (45 Hbn. III. and 25 Edw. I.) 

AtTCHES DE Fbbschsvillb wss ouc of thosc, who in the character of barons, were 
N^^^' n^ summoned the 45 Hen. III.| to a parliament convened by the king (then a free man, 
and not in custody of Simon de Montfort) to meet in Londom He died the 54 Hen. 
III., at which time he held the manor of Boney, in the county of Nottingham, per baro- 
niam; and likewise the manor of Cryche in the county of Derby, which his grandfiither 
Aucher had acquired by marriage with Julian, daughter and coheir of Herbert Fitz Ralph, 
baron of Cryche. This Aucher married Amice or Amicia, eldest daughter of Nicholas, 
and sister and coheir to Nicholas Musard, lord of Stavely in the county of Derby, and 
had issue 

Ralph Frescheville, who was summoned to parliament with the earls and barons 
the 25 Edw. I., but never after. His descendants long continued in succession without 
being summoned, or claiming so to be, imtil the reign of king Charles II., when in 1677» 

John, son and heir of Sir Peter Frescheville, of Staveley, preferred a daim to the 
barony, founded on the before mentioned writ of simimons to his ancestor Aucher de 
Frescheville* The validity of this writ was not objected to; but as not any proof 
of a sitting under it could be established^ his claim was not allowed. He had been 
before, in 1664, by letteta patent, created a baron by the title of baron FreaoheTiUe, 
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of Stayely, in the ooimfy of Derby, to him and the heirs male of his body ; but dying in 
16B2 s.p.m.5 his peerage became eztinet. By his first 'mh, 8arah> daughter of Sir John 
Harrington, he had three daughters, vis. ; Christian, who married Charles, duke of Bolton, 
and had a son John who died in his infancy $ Ellizabeth, who wedded, first, Philip, son 
and heir of Sir Philip Warwick, knight, and secondly, Conyers Darcy, earl of Holdemess, 
to whom she was fourth wife, but died s.p.s. ; Frances, the third daughter, married colo- 
nel Thomas Colepeper. The second wife of lord Frescheville was Anna Charlotta, daugh- 
ter and heir of Sir Henry Vick, knight, but by her he had not any issue. 

Amons the Harleian MSS. in the British Museum, is a curious collection* showing * ^ide Nm. 

6833 & 90M 

that colonel Thomas Colepeper, in right of his wife Frances, at length sole daughter and 
heir of lord Frescheville, had a right to sit in parliament. Among those MSS. are letters 
of lord Frescheville, his second lady, his daughters, and their husbands, particularly 
lady Warwick, and colonel Colepeper. 



FREVILLE.— (1 Edw. III.) 

Alexander Freville married Joane, daughter of Mazera, who was the second daugh- 
ter and coheir of Philip de Marmyun, lord of Tamworth castle, and baron of Scrivelby, 
in the county of Lincoln, by Joane his first wife, daughter and heir of Hugh de Eilpec, 
which Mazera married Ralph de Cromwell. This Alexander had summons the 1 Edw. 
III., by the same writ as was addressed to the earls and barons to attend at Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne equis et armis ;t but his name is not included in either of the parliamentary t Dug. ListB 
writs to LiBColn «id York of the same yc«r. After this time he never was .gain sum- «'*'»-«•• 
moned, nor any of his descendants, who long continued in the male line. 

Baldwin de Freville his grandson, was married three times, and by Elizabeth his 
first wife, sister and coheir to John de Montfort,t of Beldesert, in the county of War- t Vide BCcmt- 
wick, had issue Baldwin his son and heir, which 

Baldwin de Freville, at the coronation of Richard II., claimed§ to perform the office f Conm. Eot. 
of king's champion in virtue of his possession of Tamworth castle ; but the commissi- 
oners adjudged the right of performing that high office to Sir John Dymoke, in right of 
the manor and barony of Scrivelby, which had descended to him from Philip de Mar- 
myun, who died seised thereof the 20 Edw. I., holden in capUe de rege by that distin- 
guished service, mdper baramanu He died the 11 Richard II., leaving 

Baldwin de Freville his son and heir, trho died the 2 Hen. lY., leaving Baldwin his 
son and heir, and three daughters ; which Baldwin dying the 6 Hen. V. s.p., his three 
sisters became his coheirs : of these, Elizabeth married Thomas, second son to William 

VOL. I. D d 
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lord Ferrers of Groby ; from which Thomas^ through a long line, descended Anne, even- 
tually sole heiress, who married Robert, eldest son of Robert Shirley the first earl Fer- 
rers of that surname, by whose heiress general the castle of Tamworth came to the pos- 
session of George, eldest son and heir of George viscount Townshend ; which George, 
in right of his mother, claimed and was allowed the barony of Ferrers of Chardey, and 
was afterwards created earl of Leicester. 

Margaret, second sister and coheir to Baldwin de Freville, married, first, Sir Hugh 
Willoughby, knight; and secondly. Sir Richard Bingham, knight 

Joice, the other sister and coheir, married Roger Aston, esq., ancestor to the lord 
Aston of Forfar in Scotland, and the baronefs family of that name in England. 



FURNIVAL.— (22 Edw. I.) 

Thomas de Furnival had summons to parliament from the 22 Edw. I. to the 6 Edw. 
IIL; but from the 12 Edw. II. with the addition of senior : the 29 Edw. I. by the de- 
signation of '^ Thomas de Furnival Dominus de Sheffield" He was one of the barons who 
in the parliament at Lincoln, subscribed their names, and affixed their seals to the letter 
then written to the pope, and the 1 Edw. II. was summoned to the coronation of that 

* Coron. Rot. king.* Dugdale remarks of this Thomas, that he was not a baron, i.e., did not hold his 
lands by barony, for which he cites as authority, ^' Communia de Term Mich., 19 Edw. 
IL, Rot. B," thereby intimating that his summons to parliament did not create him an 
hereditary baron ; but was a writ of service for advice in councU, which the king at his 
pleasure might require, pro hac vice, from his tenants in capUe. 

Thomas de Furnival his son, and then heir apparent, had summons in his father's 
lifetime by the distinction of Thomas Furnival, Junior ; and after the death of his father, 
to the 12 Edw. III. as Thomas Furnival. He married Joane, eldest of the sisters and 

fVideVerdon. cohcirs of Theobald de Verdon, a great baron,t by which alliance he greatiy enlarged his 
jEamily inheritance. He died the IS Edw. III. and was succeeded by his eldest surviving 
son, 

Thomas de Furnival, who*was then in minority ; but afterwards, on proof of his age^ 
had summons to parliament from the 22 to the 38 Edw. III. Dying s.p., William his 
brother became his heir, which 

William de Furnival had summons from the 39 Edw. III. to the 6 Richard II., when 
he died. He married Thomasine, one of the daughters of Thomas, and sister and co- 
heiress of Nicholas de Dagworth, and by her left an only daughter and heir Joane^ who 
became the wife of Thomas NeviU, brother to Ralph first earl of Westmorland. 
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NEVILL LORD PURNIVAL.— (7 Richard II.) 

Thobcas db Nbvill having married the said Joane^ heiress of the barony of Fumival, 

was thereupon summoned to parliament the 7 Richard II., by the designation of Thomas 

de NevUl de Halumshire; and from thence by the same designation to the 14 Hen. IV., 

which suggests a doubt as to how far he may be deemed under these writs entitled to 

the honour of baron Furnival. But, nevertheless, in the rolls of parliament he is always 

styled Le Sire de FumwaL The probate of his will bears date in 1406, whereas the last 

summons to him, the 14 Hen. lY., was in 1412, which indicates a discrepance between 

them* Dying s.p.m., his daughters Maud and Joane were his coheirs ; whereof, Maud 

married Sir John Talbot ; and Joane, Sir Hugh Cokesey, knight. But though these 

two daughters were his coheirs at law, they were not so as to the barony of Furnival ; 

for Maud was by his first wife Joane de Furnival; and Joane was by Ankaret, a second 

wife,* not having any blood of Furnival in her. But if the writ to their father created a « Vmooit <m 

new barony of NeviU o/Halumskire, then were they joint coheirs thereto. Brooke,p.4li3. 



TALBOT LORD FURNIVAL.— (12 Hbn. IV.) 

Sir John Talbot having married Maud, the heiress of Furnival, was summoned to 
parliament the 12 Hen. IV., as John Talbot de Fktmivatt. In the first writ of Hen. V., 
he is styled John Talbot de Halomshire ; in the 2 Hen. V., John Talbot de Furnival ; in 
the 4 Hen. V., Johanni Talbot Domino de FumivaU ; and having at length been advanc- 
ed to the dignity of earl of Shrewsbury, temp. Hen. VI., the barony of Furnival became 
merged in that earldom, and so remained till the decease of Gilbert, the seventh earl, 
s.p.m., the 14 James I., 1616, when it fell into abeyance between his three daughters 
and coheirs, viz : Mary, who married William earl of Pembroke; Elizabeth, who wedded 
Henry, earl of Kent ; and Alatheia, who became wife of Thomas, earl of Arundel. But 
Mary and Elizabeth dying s. p., Alatheia became sole heir of the Furnival and Talbot 
baronies ; the right whereto is vested in her coheirs general, represented by the present 
lords Stourton and Petre. But the titles of Lovetot, Comyn of Badenach, and Mont- 
chensy, attributed by Collins and others to the earls of Shrewsbury, along with Furni- 
val, &c., were names of baronial £Eunilies, not of parliamentary baronies at any time 
created by writ of summons. 



^ 
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GANT OB GAUNT.— (45 & 49 Hen. III.) 

GiLBBBT DB Gant descended firom Gilbert de Gant, a younger son of Baldwin, sixth earl 
* CknB. Rot. of Flanders^ had summons to the parliament convened by the king's writ* to meet in 
m. Dono. jjoi^don the 45 Hen. III4 &nd by another sunmions to the parliament called by Simon de 

Montfort, and the confederated barons in the king's name^ after the battle of Lewes, the 

t Dngd. liiti. 49 Hen. IILf He died the 2 Edw. I., leaving Gilbert his second son (Robert the eldest 
of Summons. jj|^yjjjg ^^j yj^ p^^ g p j ^ succeed him ; which 

Gilbert de Gant had summons from the 22 to the 25 Edw. I., but died s.p., in 1297, 
t^dfiKerdes- leaving Roger son of William de Kerdeston^j: by Margaret his eldest sister ; Peter son of 
yg^^ ^' Peter de Mauley, by Nichola his second sister; and Julian de Gant, his third sister, his 

coheirs ; which Julian died unmarried. 



GENEVILL.— (27 Edw. I.) 

$ Pat. Rot. 37 Geffeby DB Genevill married § Maud granddaughter and coheir of Walter de Lacy,* 
Hen. III. ^^^ ^^ Yier acquired the castle of Ludlow in Wales, and a moiety of Meath in Ireland, 
afterwards called the lordship of Trim. He had summons to parliament in the 27 Edw. 
I., and from thence to the 35, in which last year he seems to be one of those mentioned 
to have been present. He had issue three sons, Geffery, who died s.p., Peter, and 
Simon. 

Peter de Gtenevill was successor to his father, but never had summons to parliament. 
He married, acoordii^ to Dugdale, Joane, a daughter of Hugh le Brune, earl of Angolesme, 
and had issue three daughters ; whereof Joane married Roger Mortimer, earl of March ; 
whereby the whole inheritance of Genevill, and half the lands of Lacy came to that 
family, and by its heiress eventually to the crown, in the person of king Edw. IV ; the 
other two daughters of Peter de Grenevill became nuns at Aconbury. 

The annals of Ireland recite that in 1308 Roger Mortimer, and his lady the right 
heir of Meath, daughter of Peter, son of Geffery de GeneviU, arrived in Ireland and 
took possession of Meath, which Geffery Grenevill ceded to him, and entered himself 
into the order of the Friars Preachers, at Trim. After this it is recited, that in 1313, 
died Sir Geffery Gtoevil]^ a Friar, on the 12th before the calends of November, and was 
buried in his order of the Friars Preachers, at Trim. This statement would rather inti- 
mate that Peter was at that time dead, and that it was Geffery his brother who thus 

>^ Dngdale in his BaroBAge relates that Peter de Oeneiill married Biand. nieoe and one of the ooheirB of Walter 
de Lacy, and had iflina GeflfiBiy; bat in this he is contradicted by the Monasticon, which states that it was O^ery, 
and not Peter, who married the said Mand de Lacy. 
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ceded the lands of Meath to his niece the wife of Mortimer, and dauf^iter and heir of 
Peter : for if Peter was then living, she could not be right heir. 

The following pedigree as submitted to the House of *Lords on the daim to the 
Irish barony of Slane, may more clearly exj^n the descoit. 

P^DieBU OK Slahs claim coa. Dox. Faoc., 1S35. 

Sir Hugh de LBcy.^RohesiA de Momonia.' 

Walter de Lacy, eldest son, ob. vi. pat.=rMargaret, d. of MatQd de St. Walerio. Hugh Lacy, jun.. cr. eaii of Ulster. 

Gilbert de Lacy, lord of Meatii.^UabeDa, dau^ter of Roger le Bigod. 

Maad de Laoy, dan. aai^^Geffery de Genevill, had a moiflty of Meath, Margery, dan. and ooli.,yJolin de 

ooh., lady of Trim. I afterwards caDed Trim. lady of Dnlek. i Yerdon. 

I * I r ' 

Peter de Generill, eldest^. . Simon de Generill, of^Joan, dan. and heir of . . . . Theobald de Yerdon, lordof Dn- 

■on,lord of ^rim. I . . CnlmnUen, jnre nz. J Fits Leons, of Cnlmnllen. lek, and a moiety of Meath. 

I I I I I I 1 I ■ I 

Joan, only da. & heur, Nicholas Gen-^. . Elizabeth, m. Wm mar. Mand, mar mar m. 

m. Boger Mortimer, eviU, of CoU | .. .de Lonndree, snm. Walter de Baldwin le JohnHnssey, John 

aarirfMu^. m,ll„.* top.ri.3Edw.II. UHide.-, F"^- '>*0-^n ^H^ 

Joan, dan. and heir, mar. John Cnsak, James de la Hide, snm. to John Hnasey, sum. to lliomas Cmys, sum. to 
of Cnfannllen, jnre nzoris.-i parL 48 Bdw. III. parL 48 Bdw. III. parL 48 Edw. III. 

Simon Cnsak, summoned to parliament. 

* The amah of Ireland stata that aano 19M Niaholat OhraaaTiUe, aon and heir of Simim, diad and waa Inuied in the 4diareh of the 
Fryura Predieanta at Trim. In the aeoonnt given in Cdllina's Peerage of the lord BeftuUea'a fiunily (Hnaaey) it ia mentioned, that a 
John Hnasey married Marian, daughter and heir of Simon Oenevlll, of Oulmnllen. Bnt ftom thia pedigree It ia evident she waa one of 
the daoghten and eoheirB. 



6HISNE8.— <23 Edw. L) 

Ingeli^am de Grisnbs (sometimes called de Covucsf, from Us being of Coney, in 
France,) had summons to parliament from tiie US Edw. L to the 15 Edw. 41., and died 
about two years after, leaving Christian his wife surviving, who was, acoosding to Dog- 
dale, daughter and heir of William de Lindeiey^ descended from Alice, one of the throe 
sisters and coheirs of William de Lancaster, baxvm of KendaL He had issue thiree sons, 
viz : William, Ingelram, and Robert, whereof none were ever summoned to parliament. 
William, the eldest, was bom in France, and inherited the estates there, and Ingel- 
ram, the second son, was bom in England^ and^ as Dugdale relates, became heir to his 
brother William, who died s. p. This statement is however controverted in Bum and 
Nicholson's History of the counties of Cumberland and Westmorland, who a£Srm that 
Ingebram de Ghisnes, by his wife Christian de Lindesey, had issue William, their eldest 
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son, born in France^ who inherited the estates there ; and Ingefaram, Iheir second son, 
bom in England, who died s. p* : wherefore, William being an alien, the estates escheated 
to the crown. But the said William had two sons, both bom in France, of which the 
eldest, Ingelram, enjoyed the paternal inheritance there ; and William, the yotmgest son, 
by favour of the king, had his grandmother Christian's estate in England granted to him, 
but died s. p., whereby the said estate again escheated to the crown. After this king 
Edw. III., the twenty-first of his reign granted certain manors, lands, and tenements to 
John Coupland for his service in taking David king of Scots prisoner at Durham, to hold 
to him the said John, and Joan his wife, for life : after when, upon the death of Joan 
♦ Ptt. Bot. 41 Coupland, the same were given to Ingelram, earl of Bedford, and Isabel his wife.* 

Edw* XII ■! on. 

2, pm. 2. This Ingelram de Ghisnes, otherwise de Coucy, was lord of Coucy, — ^his paternal 

inheritance in France ; and was grandson of William de Ghisnes by his eldest son Ingel- 

t Chart Bot ram, before mentioned. He was created earl of Bedford by king Edw. III.,t and having 

No. 12.' ' married the princess Isabel, one of his daughters, had issue by her Mary, who married 

Henry (Sandford names him Robert) de Barre ; and Fhilippa who was wedded to Robert 

de Vere, earl of Oxford, afterwards marquess of Dublin and duke of Ireland. Hollins- 

t P.l97.Col.l liead asserts I the earl had another wife named Isabel de Lorraine, and had by her a 

I Ptt. 2 Hen. daughter called after her mother, which appears in an exemplification § of an agreement 

pan. 4. made between Mary and Philippa, his two daughters by the other wife, for the county 

or earldom of Soissons and other lands abroad. Milles in Glover's book gives a second 

wife, whom he names Elizabeth de Lorraine, but does not notice any issue by her. 

I YoL L,p. Sir Harris Nicolas in his Peerage Synopsis says,|| '' this barony is now vested in the 

^^' descendant and representative of Ingelram who was summoned to parliament 23 Edw. 

I." The correctness of this assertion may easily be appreciated without reference to the 

opinion of counsel, upon only attending to its course of descent, and the alien parties 

who might be in such respect the heirs thereto, supposing that a sitting under any of 

the writs of summons to the said Ingelram could be proved, which according to the law 

of the day is required, and necessary to establish an inheritable barony created by writ 

of summons to parliament in the person of an ancestor, from whom the claimant shall be 

descended. But whoever may be the heirs ought to be greatly obliged to Sir Harris for 

his gratuitous opinion in favour of their right. It may be questioned whether the earl 

of Bedford ever was present in parliament; he was only summoned once, and then the 

t Dog. Lists 43 Edw. IILIf 

or Simiiik. 

Wimam.^. . . . Ingelram, s.p. Bobert. 

Iiigelnm.=pKatheriii0, daughter of the dnke of AuBtris. WiUiam, i.p. 
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a 

' 1 

1. Isabel, dan. of IdngEdw. III.=r=Ingelram, created earl of Bedford by king Edw. III.<^. Isabel de Lomme. 

Mar^, eld. d. & coh-^Henry de Barre. Fhilippa m. Robt. de Vere, earl of Oxford, dec., 8.p. Isabel, d.&cdi. 

Robert de Barre. Joane married Lewis of LiizembiiT|^, earl of St. Vnl. 

• Balph Brooke tad Mfflw mentioii that h« had a oatoral danrhtar Mand, who maniod ' kcd Stnnge, and had a daagktcr 

Ankant, th« wift of Sir Bcnrj HttMo, koifht— Yinccnt on Brooko's notes, vii. ; Fnbehir quati, 

GIFPORD,— (23 Edw. I.) 

John Giffobd,* lord of Brmisfield in the county of Gloucester^ had summons to par- 
liament from the 23 to the 27 Edw. I.^ and died the same year^ leaving another John 
his son and heir ; which 

John Gi£ford had summons from the 5 to the 14 Edw. II., being in the writ of the 
5 Edw. II. styled a baron, and named '^ Johanni Giffard de BrymnesfeW^ He was 
afterwards concerned in the insurrection of the earl of Lancaster, and being taken 
prisoner at the defeat of the earl at Boroughbridge, received judgment of death,' and 
was executed accordingly. Dying s. p., the barony devolved upon his half sisters, 
viz : the daughters of his father John Giffbrd, by Maud de Clifford, widow of William de 
Longespe, earl of Salisbury, namely, Catherine, grandmother of James de Aldithle ; and 
Alianore, mother of John, son of Fulke le Strange. But this depends, first, whether there 
was any restitution in blood and honour of the said executed John de Gifford ; and sup;- 
posing that there was, (inasmuch as the adherents of the earl of Lancaster had all proceed- 
ings against them reversed,*) then, whether the writs from the 23 to the 27 Edw. I., to * Prynn'a 
the father, created any descendable barony, without proof of a sitting under them, the SJ^S**"' 
barony, presuming it to be one, has been erroneously attributed to the earls of Shrews- 
bury : for it is evident that it was in abeyance between two coheiresses, and the abeyance 
never since determined in £avour of either. 



GORGES.— (45 Hen. Ill and 2 Edw. II.) 

Ralph De Gorges in the reign of Hen. III. was governor of Shirebume, and 
Exeter castles, and also sheriff of the county of Devon. He had summons to the par- 
liament called by the king's writ to meet in London the 45 Hen. III.,t after which f aana. m. 
he died, the 56 Hen. III. According to CoUinson^s history of the county of Somerset,]: ^y, jy. p. {56 
he married Elena, daughter of John de Moreville, and thereby acquired the manor of 
Wraxhall. 

ft This if probably the same John who waa •mnnMned by the king't writ to the ptrUament ooaTened to meet 
in London 45 Hen. III.— f'Clmi*. Roi.t m. 3, <» Dorm,) 
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Ralph Gorges^ his son and heir^ was in the wars of Scotland^ and also marshall of 

the king's anny in Ghisooigne. He had summons to parliament from the 2 the 16 Edw. 

II., inclusive, but never after, nor any of his posterity. He died 17 Edw. II. ; and by 

* Esch. 19 Eleanor his wife, daughter of who survived him,* and remarried Sir Ghiy de 

Sdw III no 

49 Line. ' Ferre, had issue a son Ralph, who died infra aetatem, and three daughters, Elizabeth, 
Eleanor, and Joan, as mentioned in the table of descent. Of these, Eleanor married 
Sir Theobald Russel, of Kingston, in the county of Dorset, and had issue Sir Ralph 
Russel, and Theobald, second son, who took the name of Goiges, and from whom 
descended the Gorges of Wraxall. And of the same line Sir Ralph Gtorges, of Langford 
in Wiltshire, first created a baronet, and afterwards baron of Dundalk in Ireland, by 
king Jas. I. ; with whose son Ralph the baronetcy and barony became extinct 

Ralph Goiiges, saminoiied to parliament 2=f Eleanorf dangfater of lurnred her hiubaiidy 

Edward II., ob. 17 Bdward ll. j and remarried Sir Ghty de Ferre. 

Ralph, ob. inf. «t. 1 E]isabeth.=i=- • • • 2 Eleanor .^Ilieobald Roasell. 3 Joane,=FSir W. Cheney, his 2nd wife. 

j ' I n 1 

Robert, Sir Ralph, aon and heir, ob. 49 Theobald Roaaell, took the name of Sir Ralph.^ 

f . p- Edw III.— JbeA., no. 22, pm^ 2.-i Gotgea ; k ifui Goigea of Wraxal. I 

1. liabella, dan. of Bni7n.^$ir ManriceP^. Joan, dan. of StradUng. — Col^iUf Sir Wil-^. . 

C^aNM,tw/.i.,p. 246,iiiil.(/B«4^. RnaaeU.* vo/. t., jr. 245, m <!. ^ Be4f. liam. J.. 

1 Sir GilberifyMarga-^ John Komeya, laabel, d. & c. m. IstSte- Thoa.,ob. 10 Hen. VI. (Ek.) Sir Ed^.. 
Denneya, of | retdan. I of Syston, co. phen Heytfield, 2nd Sir He left hia wife pr^nant of a mnnd,ob. | . . 
Kent. ^& coh. y|sGloaeeiter. John Drayton? dan. who died 2 dayaafter birth. 9HenYI. I 

EliaabeCfa, et. 6. Anne, Kt. 3, mar. Sir John Willovghby, k quo Willonghby de Broke. Cedly, tet. 1. 

• GoOin*! in bis acooant of the BoMel fiunily, duke of Bedford, makee hliii eon of John, eldeit eon of Theobald by Eleanor Ooivat- 
r rol. t., p. M5.X rjiie Cottectemea Topograpkiea et Genealogiea, FoL te., p. 906. J 



GRANDISON.— (27 Edw. I.) 

Otto de Gbandibon had summons to a great council to be holden in London, by 
writ dated at Ledes, 21 Sep., 27 Edw. I., and afterwards to parliament the 28, 32, and 
33 Edw. I. When he died seems uncertain ;t but as he is said to have deceased s.p., it is 
immaterial, as whatever barony he might have acquired by his writs of summons became 
extinct. 



WILLIAM DE GRANDISON.— (37 Edw. L 

WiLi«iAM DB Gbandibon, brother to the before mentioned Otto, married Sibilla, 
youngest daughter and coheir of John de Tregoi, a gnat feudal baron, and had summons 
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to parliament from the 27 Edw. I. to the 19 Edw. II., indasive,* to whose coronation * ^i^ ^^h* 
he bad summons among the other barons of the realm. 

In the 29 Edw. I. he was one of those who being summoned to the parliament at 
Lincolnf did not affix his seal to the memorable letter sent to the pope^ touching the f Du^. Listi 
supremacy of England over the kingdom of Scotland. He had three sons, Peter, John, °'*^- 
and Otto ; as also four daughters, viz. ; Agnes, Mabel, Matilda, and Catherine. Of the 
sons, 

Peter, the eldest, had summons to parliament the 11, 22, and 23 Edw. III., and died 
s.p., the 30 Edw. III.,t whereupon t Esch. n. 32. ^ ^ 

John de Grandison, his next brother, became his heir. He was bishop of Exeter, ( 

and as such sat in parliament by virtue of his bishoprick, and consequently never had 
summons as a baron. He died about the 43 Edw. III.,& and was succeeded by his $ ^^« ^^ ^^ 

S^ir ITT 

nephew Thomas, son of his younger brother Otto, who died in his lifetime, || having had \\ Esch. 33 
issue by Beatrix his wife, one of the daughters and coheirs of Nicholas de Malmains, of ^^' ^ ' °* 
Ockley in the county of Surrey,* besides the said Thomas, a daughter Elizabeth, named 
in his will, dated 1358, (32 Edw. III.) 

Thomas, son and heir of the aforesaid Otto, succeeded his Uncle John de Orandison, 
the bishop, but was never summoned to parliament, and died the 49 Edw. III., s.p.,^ T Bach. ii«47. 
according to Dugdale ; though some authors affirm he had issue, Margaret^ the relict of 
TTiomas Grandisorij died about /Ae 18 Richard //.** ** jsaOi. 

The barony of Grandison thus appears to be in abeyance among the heirs represen- 
tative of the four daughters of William de Grandison, who was first summoned to par- 
liament the 27 Edw. I., concerning whom the following statement from Leland*t niay «^ y^j ^^ 
tend to explain and set forth their descent. ^'^* 

Ex Tabula quadam de Genealogia Joannis Grandisoni epi, Exon. 

Hie erat filius Gut. Grandisoni de genere imperatoris, qui frater fuit nobiUssimi 
Dili Othonis de Grandisono in Bui^undia diocesis Laucenensis ubi Castrum de Grandi- 
sono est situm firmis saxis. 

Mater istius episcopi erat Dna Sibilla filia & semiheres Domini Joannis Tregoz de- 
cora, Dni Castri de Ewyas Herefordiam juxta, ubi terras, Dominia possidebat & castra. 

Chii Tregoz fuit filius Dnce Julianes sororis S*' Thomee de Cantilupo epi Hereford- 
ensis. 

Idem Joannes Grandison habebat quatuor firatres germanos nobiles, Petrum & Otho- 
nem milites, Thomam ac Gulielmum clericos spirituales, temporalia & spiritualia strenue 
regentis. 

a Otto de Orandiioii, lirery of Malmains landa.^f^On^. 24 Bdno, /I7.» Bot, 3 md Al.J 
VOL. I. Be 
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Insuper idem episcopus quatuor sorores habebat, Agnetam quee Dno Joanni de 
Norwode nubebat, Mabillam secundam Diis Joannes de Pbteshul ducebat, qui multos 
viriliter bellando devincebat* Matildam tertiam Monialem ac priorissam de Acomebyriy 
et vitam semper derotissimam. Catarinam quartam Dno Ghdielmo spetiosam de Monte 
acuto comiti sic Sarom nuptam de qua duos filios cito progenuit, Gulielmum qui unicam 
filiam maritavit Dni Edmundi nobilis comitis tunc Cantife, fratris Edwardi Regis utentis 

T 

tunc coronam Anglise : Edwardus Rex a conquestu 2. erat iste. 

Joannes secundus filius audacitatis mired Diii Thomse de Monthermer uniam fiUam 
duxit, cujus mater Joanna comitissia Olouemiee fuit soror prsedicti Edwardi Regis mili- 
tiaque floruit. 

Ex eadem Catarina Gulielmus 3. filias genuit. Prima erat EUizabetha formosa vo- 
cabatur. Dno Egidio de Badlesmere statim maritatur ; et post mortem ilius Dno Hugo- 
ni Spenser sponsatur. Qui in suis actibus militiosus vocabatur. Secunda filia nomine 
vocata Sibilla Edmundo filio & haeredi libere fuit data comitis Arundeliee & tertia Phi- 
lippa, Rogero de Mortuamari quam cito conjugata. 

Obiit Joannes Graunson preesul Exdn a^ milleno ter centeno sexageno undeno. 

GRENDON.— (28 Edw. I.) 

Ralph ds Grendon^ of Grendon^ in the county of Warwick^ had summons to parlia- 
ment the 28^ 32, and 33 Edw. I. In the 29 Edw. I. he was one of those who in the 
parliament at Lincoln subscribed the letter to the pope, asserting the supremacy of 
England over the realm of Scotland, being then written ^^Badvlphus dominus de Grendon^^ 
He had issue a son Robert, as also a daughter Joane, who married John de Rochford. 

Robert de Grendon never had sxmimons to parliament, unless he be considered the 

same Robert whom Dugdale in his lists of summons mentions to have been called by 

writ to parliament in the 34 and 35 Edw. I., but of whom he does not make any notice in 

his baronage. If he be the son of Ralph, he must have had summons in his father's 

lifetime, who is said to have died the 5 Edw. III.; but it is not improbable that the 

name of Robert is a misprint of Ralph, a typographical error which is too frequently 

apparent in Dugdale's printed lists. This Robert is represented to have been a man of 

very weak understanding, and to have died about the 22 or 23 Edw. III., s.p.; whereby 

the lands of inheritance passed to his sister Joane ; whose son. Sir Ralph Rochford, came 

to possess the same, and made an entail thereof upon the issue of his body, by Joane 

his wife, daughter of Sir Hugh Meynill, with remainder to his three sisters, successively 

* History of ^^^ ^^^ ^ ^^ Richard Stafford, and his heirs. Sir Ralph died about the 8 Ric. IL, 

Norfolk, vol. leaving a daughter and heir Margaret, who is mentioned by Blomefield* to have married 

"Vo.^^t. " Hugh de Askeby. 



%• 
1 
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GRELLE.— (1 Edw. II.) 

Robert de Orblle married Hawyse, one of the three daughters and coheirs of John 
de Burgh, son of John/ son of Hubert de Burgh, earl of Kent, and died the 12 Edw. 
I., leaving 

Thomas de Orelle his son and heir, then in minority, who in the 34 Edw. I. was 
made a knight, with prince Edward and others, by the ceremony of Bathing : he after- 
wards had summons to parliament the 1, 2, 3, and 4 Edw. IL among the barons; but 
dying s.p. his barony became extinct, and Joane his sister became his heir, who married 
John, son of Roger lord de la Warre, to whom she brought a great inheritance with the 
manor of Manchester, in Lancashire. 



▼ol. i.,p.709. 



GREY OP CODNOR.— (22 Edw. I.) 

The first of this very eminent family with whom Dugdale commences his account, is 

Henry de Grey, to whom Ric. I. gave the mannor of Thurrock (or Turroc) in Essex, 
which grant king John afterwards confirmed. He married Isolda, a neice and coheir 
of Robert Bardolf,^ and shared in the inheritance of his lands, among which was Cod- 
nor in the county of Derby, the principal seat thereafter of this line of his family. By 
the said Isolda he had issue six sons,* viz., Richard ; John, sometime justice of Chester, * Dug. Bar^ 
progenitor to the lords Grey of Wilton, and Ruthyn; William, of Langford in the 
county of Nottingham, and Sandiacre in the coimty of Derby; Robert of Rotherfield; 
Walter, archbishop of York ; and Henry.* 

Richard de Grey, eldest son, married Lucia, daughter and heir of John de Humez, 
and had with her certain lands in Norfolk. He and John, his son and heir apparent, 

A He was ton of Hubert de Burgh by his first wife Margaret, daughter of Robert de Arsic, and married 
Hawyse, only daughter and heiress of WiUiam de Lanyallei, who, temp. Idng John, was one of the twenty-fire oon- 
stitoted by the barons to gorem the realm. John his son, abore named, left three daoghters his coheirs, whereof 
Hawyse married Robert de Gresley ; Devorgnil wedded Robert Fits Walter ; and Margery was a nun at Chicksands. 
Hatted, (vol, \,.,p. 84, Kent J says she married, first, Sir Stephen de Penchester, and had two daughters, Joane, wife 
of Henry de Cobham, of Rundale; and Alice, wife of John de Columbers ; secondly, Robert de Orreby, by whom 
she had a son John de Orreby, (Clerk).— rTulff Seek. qfMarffefy 2 Bdw. U. tmd Hiitory qf TumtaUy p. 15.; 

b Blomefield, in his History of the county of Norfolk, says she was one of the fire sisters and coheirs. 

e Collins, in his Peerage, toI. ii., pp. 373-4, controTerts this statement of Dugdale, and states that John de 
Grey, by Hawyse his wife, had issue Robert de Orey of Rotherfield, his eldest son ; Walter de Orey, archbishop of 
York ; and Henry de Grey who obtained Thurrock. Thus it would appear that Robert of Rotherfield, and Walter 
the archbishop were brothers, and not sons of Henry of Tliurrock. But Collins agrees with Dugdale as to the 
barons of Codnor and WUton being derired from the said Henry. 
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were on the part of the rebel barons under Simon de Montfort, and were surprised and 
taken prisoners by a detachment from the royal army under prince Edward^ but were 
admitted under the Dictum de Kenilworth to make their fines. When he died does not 
appear ; but John his son and heir died the 56 Hen. III.^ leaving by his wife Lucia, 
daughter of Reginald de Mohun of Dunster, Henry his son and heir, which 

Henry de Ghrey had summons to parliament the 22 Edw. I. ; which parliament, though 

not mentioned in the writ where to meet, was nevertheless afterwards assembled at 

* Rot. Pari. Westminster.* He was subsequently summoned from the 27 Edw. I. to the 2 Edw. II., 

in which year he tted. In the 29 Edw. I. he was one of the barons who in the parliament 

at Lincoln had affixed their seals to the letter then written to the pope, although they were 

t Dog. Lists ^ot summoned thereto,t being designated ^^Henricus de Grey, DonUnus de Codnoure'^ By 

of Summons. Eleanor his wife, daughter of Hugh de Courtenay, he had Richard, his son and heir, 

and Nicholas, to whom he gave the manor of Barton, in Ridale, in the county of York, 

whose descendants long continued there. 

Richard de Orey succeeded his father, and had summons to parliament from the 2 
Edw. II. to the 9 Edw. III., when he died, leaving John his son and heir aet. thirty, and 
Robert a younger son, who being made heir of entail of Robert Fitz Pain, afterwards 

% >^de Fits assumed that surname.^ 

^"™' John de Orey, upon the death of his father, had livery of his lands, saving to Joane 

his mother, then surviving, her reasonable dower. He had summons to parliament from 
the 9 Edw. HI. to the 16 Richard II., as ^^Johanni Grey de Codnore^^ and in several 
writs as *^ Johanm filio Ricardi Grey de CodnoreJ^ In the 45 Edw. III., being very aged, 

S Doff. Bar. Dugdale says§ he had a special dispensation from the king to exempt him from coming 

▼oi. i., p. 711. f-Q parliament and councils. The time of his death seems uncertain, for Dugdale ob- 
serves that he had not seen it. Henry hili eldest son having died in his lifetime, left 
issue by Joane his wife, daughter of Reginald de Cobham of Sterborough, a son 

Richard de Orey, heir and successor to his grandfather, who had simmions to par- 
liament as Bichard de Grey de Codenore from the 17 Richard II. to the 4 Hen. V., and 
„ ^ ^„ died the year following. 11 He married Elizabeth, one of the daughters and coheirs of 

II Escii. o Hen. 

v., no. 5. Ralph Basset, of Sapcoate, by Alice his second wife, and by her, whom he left surviving, 
had John his son, set. 22, which 

John de Orey had summons from the 8 Hen Y. to the 7 Hen. YI., as Johanm Grey 
If Esch. No. * Codenore Chev., and died the 9 Hen. YI.,f s. p., leaving 

15. 

a Dugdale in his lists of Sammons to parliament recites the name of John de Grey, the 25 Edw.I. ; and in his 
Index adds de Grey qfCodnor; bat this is probably a mistake for John de Orey qfBotheffiM\ who in his said In- 
dex he mentions by that distinction; yet in the summons, the name appears John de Orey only, without any addita- 
ment. 
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Henry de Grey his brother and heir^ who had summons from the 9 to the 20 Hen. 
VL, and died the 22nd, 1443,* leaving by Margaret his wife, one of the daughters and * Bflch. no. 85 
coheirs of Sir Henry Percy of Athol, Henry his son and heir, and according to an Har- 
leian MS.,t & daughter Elizabeth, who married John Welles. t No. 1985. 

Henry, the last lord Orey of Codnor, had summons to parliament from the 38 Hen. 
VI. to the 11 Hen. VII., the writs addressed to Henrico Grey^ Militia but never with the 
addition of Codnor^ as had been given to his predecessors. He was married three times, 
but died without legitimate issue,^ leaving his aunts, or their issue, his coheirs ; of these 
Lucy married Sir Rowland Lenthall, and had two daughters, whereof Catherine married' 
William lord Zouche, of Haryngworth ; and Elizabeth wedded Thomas Cornwall, titular 
baron of Burford ; Eleanor married Thomas Newport, of High Ercall in the county of 
Shropshire ; and Elizabeth married Sir John Zouche, knight ; Between the representa- 
tives of which coheirs the barony is presumed to be now in abeyance, together with a 
moiety of the barony of Basset of Sapcoate. 

COHEIRS OF TBI BARONY ow GREY OF CODNOR. 

Richard lord Grey, of Codnor, ob 6.^Elizabeth, daughter and coheir of 
Hen. y. — SselLf no. 5. I Ralph loi4 Banet, of Sapcoate. 

Lacy, aont & coh.=?:Rowland El^or, aunt & coh.^^rhonias New- Elizabeth,* aunt & coh.:^Sir John Zouche, 



of Henry, last bar- 
on of Codnor. 



Lenthall. of Henry, last baron 
of Codnor. 



port, of High of Henry, last baron of 
Ercall. Codnor. 



knight. B^eh. 29 
Hen. VL, n, 34. 



Catharine, m. Wil- Elizabeth, m. Tho- Williain Newport, k quo Newport, John, son andr^EUizabeth, dan. 



liam lord Zonche, of maa Cornwall, bar- earl of Bradford, a qno Bridgeman, heir. Vid. Pat. 
Haryngworth. on of Borford. now earl of Bradford. 29 Hen, VTU. 

r 



of Sir John St. 
John. 



r 



Sir John, of Codnor .^Mary, daughter of Sir Henry Willonghby. 
George, of Codnor.^pAnne, daughter of Gainsford. (Ist wife.) 

Sir John, anno 1569.=j=Elizabeth, daughter of Richard WhaUey, Esq. 

I i I 

John, s.p. George, s.p. John, son & heir, Kt. 19, an. 1569. Eleanor, mar. Edward lord Zouche, of Harynworth. 

* She ftppeart to haye had a prior hnsbaBd Biehard Yemon, 21 Hen. VI. 

Among Vincent's MSS. in the College of Arms, is this statement, viz : — 

Sir John Zouche, knt., of Codnor in the county of Derby, sold all his lands in England and died in Ireland, an.. . . . 

H 1 1 

dau.=^Robert, second son of Sir dan.^ dau.^rohn Walker, of Quame, 

and coheir. >|sJolm MUward, knight.t and c<Aeir. ^Ouseley. and ec^eir. in the county of Derby. 

t In Dngdale*! yiritation of the county of Derby, anno ltt4. in the pedigree of Milward, of Eaton, it appears that Bobert Uilward, 
who vnm seeond Jnetiee of Chester, and who eerttflee th» pedigree, maizied IsabeUa, eldeet daughter and eoheir of Sir John Zonche, of 
Codnor, had at tiiat time eight children liying, of which the eldest was aged 18. (c. 84—85.) 

» By his win, dated 10 September, 8 Hen. VII., he gave to Richard Grey his bastard son, the manor of Rat« 
diffe on TVent, in the county Nottingham, and appointed that his other bastard son Henry, whom he had by Cathe- 
rine Findeme, should marry Cecilie Charleton. From this Henry the Greys of Laagley, in the county of LeiceBter, 
are descended. 



< 



/ 
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The follawing pedigree (in the very early part) of this certainly ancient family^ hav- 
* Biore's Rut- jjj^g jj^^jj given by the indefatigable Mr. Blore,* so very differently from any other anti- 
quary or genealogist, and yet vouched by authorities, it is considered that it may be 
worthy of observation, to be compared with the accounts of Dugdale, Collins, Edmond- 
son, and other eminent heraldic authors. 



Tablb l 

Falbeity lord of Croy in Picardy.^ 

I r— ' 

Raynald.^ Arlotte,* mother of William the Conqaeror. 



John, lord of Croy, came into England with the Conqaeror ; retained to Normandy ,^Adela, daughter of William Fits 
and died there. — Walt. D^Vvetqfti Mem. de Nomumdie, ) Osborne, earl of Hereford. 

I 1 ' 

Raynald de Cracci, lord of Eaton,^Joan, dan. of James, & sister & Anschitel de Croy, or de Grey, held lands of 

CO. Bucks, ob. 10 WiU. Rofos.— heir of William, lord of Ponte de the fee of William Fitx Osborne.— lX>mer. 

Ord. VitaHit 810, c. I L'Arche, in Normandy. day I, p, 161, ii qao Grey of Rotherfield. 

r 



Henry, lord of Ponte de L'Arche, ob 33. Hen. I.=?=Ellen, danghter of Hamphrey de Bohun. 

Jonn, came into England with Henry II., his ancestors haying^Eleanor, daughter of 
chiefly resided in France. — Walt. jyVvetoJUMem. Ob. 11 Joh. J Roger de Ckre. 



Henry, Ist baron Grey of Codnor, had Tarrock,=7=Isolda, niece & coh. to Robert Bardolf, baron of Codnor. — Rot, Pin. 
dead 3 Hen. III. — Cknu. Rot, efwd. aim. p.2.\9 Hen. III., m. 3. Dead 30 Hen. III. — Rot. Fm. ^jwd. ann. m. 6. 

I I I 

Richard Lord Grey^pLuda, daughter and John Grey, h. quo Willam Grey, k quo 

of Codnor. J heir of John de Humet. Grey of Wilton. Grrey of Sandiacre. 

John de Grey, ob.=r=Lncia, dan. of Reginald Agnes, married Sir William Isabel, married William 

36 Hen. III. I de Mohun, of Dunster. Fiti-William, knight. de Fauconberg. 

I ' 

Henry de Grey, summoned to parliament 27 Edw. I., ob. 2 Edw. II. ^Eleanor, dau. of Hugh de Courtney, knight. 

I ' 1 

Richard, second baron,=j=Joane, dau. of (Rot, Nicholas Grey, of Barton, in 

ob. 9 Edw. III. I Fin. 9 Bdw. 777. m. 17. J Ridale, coun^ of Tork. 



Joim, third baron, ob. drc. lO^Alice de Robert, took the Maud, married Richard Joane, mar. 1st. Sir Wm. 



1 
n, ob. drc. 16^Alice de Robert, took the Maud, married Richard Jo 

Ridiard II. (Rot, Fin, m, 22,J f L'Isle. name of Fits Paine. Willoughby, of Wollaton. Haroourt; 2.RalphFerrers. 

Henry, ob. vi. pat.^Joane, d. of Reginald John. (Hot. Franc. 43 Richard, ob. Alice=Wm.Eyeringham. 

post. 43 Edw. III. Cobham, of Sterborough. Edw, III, p. 1. m. 16.J drc. 1 Hen. IT. Margaret=Sir Roger Be- 
I ' ler, knt. 

Richard, fourth baron, ob.=p£lixabeth, daughter and coheir to Ralph, Lord Basset, of 
6 Hen. V. {Beeh. n. 5.^ Sapcoate. (Cknu, 10 Rie. U. m, 6. ; JBteA. 29 Hifn, VI. n, 33. j 

John, 5th baron, Henry, 6th^Margaret, dau. William, Elizabeth, mar. Lucy, Eleanor, married 

^K o ¥!-« VT i.-^« «u of sj,. Henry biahop of Ist. Rich. Ver- married Thos, Newport, 

Percy, of AthoL Ely. non, 2ndly Sir. Rowland of High Ercall, 

John Zouche. Lenthall. county of Salop. 



ob. 9 Hen. VI. baron, ob. 
s.p. B»eh, n, 15. 22Hen.VI. 

E9eh,n.Zh, 



Henry, seventh baron, ob. s. p. 1. Elisabeth, married John Welles.— ^aW. MS. n. 1985. 

* Eapin, and otiber hlstoriana, state this Arlotte to kane 6eni a low iknmer*$ daughter : but probably her father was exoi/ed after the 
Aonoifr the duke of Normandy had done to|hia fiunily. 
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GREY OF WILTON.— (23 Edw. L) 

John db Grey, second son of Henry de Grey of Thurrock, died the 50 Hen. III., leav- 
ing a son and heir 

Reginald de Grey, who in the 9 Edw. I., was justice of Chester, and in considera- 
tion of his services, obtained from that king a grant of the castle of Ruthyn, and other 
lands. He married Maud, daughter and heir of William Fitz Hugh, by Hawyse, daugh- 
ter and heiress of Hugh (or Henry) de Longchamp, a great baron, whose principal seat 
was at Wilton, in the county of Hereford, which thereby was acquired to this family, 
and became the designation of its parliamentary barony. This Reginald had summons 
from the 23 Edw. I. to the 1 Edw. II., and was one of the barons in the parliament at 
Lincoln the 29 Edw. I., who affixed their seals to the letter to the pope, asserting the 
supremacy of England over the realm of Scotland, being designated RegindUtus de Grey 
Domitms de Ruthyn, He died the 1 Edw. II., having had issue by Maud his wife, 

John de Grey, summoned to parliament from the 2 to the 16 Edw. II., as John de 
Grey. He died the 17 Edw. II., leaving by Anne his first wife, Henry his successor; 
and by Maud Basset his second wife, a son Roger, who was summoned to parliament as 
baron Grey de Ruthyn.* ^-^^^ 

Henry de Grey, eldest son of John was summoned from the 18 Edw. II. to the 16 
Edw. III., as Henry de Grey, in which year, 1342, he died, leaving 

Reginald de Grey his son and heir who had summons from the 17 to the 34 Edw. 
III., as Reginald de Grey ; but after the 23 with the addition of semoVy but for what rea- 
son does not appear, for there was not any other Grey of the name of Reginald in any 
of the said summonses. To him succeeded Henry his son, by Maud his wife, one of the 
daughters and coheirs of John de Botetourt,^ which 

Henry had summons from the 1 to the 18 Richard II. as Hemry Grey de Wilton^ 
when the other barons of the Grey family were distinguished by their additions of de Cod-- 
nor and de Ruthyn; but in the 50 Edw. IIL he was summoned by the designation of 
Henry Grey de Shirkmd, being the only occasion when he is so described. He died in 
1395, leaving 

Richard his son and heir then very young, who was never summoned to parliament. 
He died in 1442, and was succeeded by his son 

Reginald de Grey, who had summons from the 23 Hen. VI. to the 11 Hen. VII., 
as Reginald Grey de Wilton. He married Tacina, daughter of Owen Tudor, by Cathe- 
rine the French princess, widow of king Hen. V. ; and was succeeded by his son and heir, 

a In Dugdale's pedigree of Botetourt, she b called Abbeaa of Polesworth ; bat aa ihe snrviYed him, ahe probably 
became abbeaa after hia death ; yet if ahe la the aame Maud, wife of Reginald de Grey, her deacendant heira would 
have been coheira to the barony of Botetourt, which do^ not appear in the claim of Mr. Norbome Berkely to that 
title. 
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John de Grey^ who was summoned to parliament the 12 Hen. VII.^ but never at 
any other time. 

Edmund de Grey, son and heir of John^ wbs summoned the 1 Hen. YIIL, but died 
soon after, viz., the 3 Hen. VIII., 1511. By Florence his wife, daughter and coheir of 
Sir Ralph Hastings, he had four sons, viz : George, aged seventeen, the 3 Hen. VIII., 
who died s.p. ; Thomas, aged eighteen, the 7 Hen. VIII., who died the 9 Hen. VIIL, 
s.p.; Richard, aged twelve, the 10 Hen. VIII., who also died s.p. ; whereby, William, the 
youngest son, eventually, by the decease of his brothers, succeeded to the barony. This 

William de Grey had summons from the 21 Hen. VIII. to the 6 of Phil, and Mary, 
and died the 5 Queen Elizabeth, 1562, leaving 

Arthur lord Grey de Wilton, his son and heir, summoned from the 8 to the 35 
queen Eliz. He was twice married. His first wife was Dorothy, a natural daughter of 
Richard lord Zouche, of Haryngworth, by whom he had a daughter Elizabeth, who mar- 
ried Sir Francis Goodwin, knight, and had a son Arthur, who left an only daughter and 
heir Jane, who married PhiUp lord Wharton. His second wife was Jane Sibilla Morison, 
by whom he had Thomas his son and heir; William, who died s.p. ; and a daughter 
Bridget, who married Sir Rowland Egerton, bart. He died in 1593, when , 

Thomas succeeded his father, and was the last baron of this eminent family. He 
had summons in the 39 and 43 of Queen Eliz. ; but being accused of being concerned 
in Raleigh^s plot, he was tried by his peers, found guilty, and had sentence of death pas- 
sed upon him ; but was pardoned as to life, and died in the tower, in 1614. Being 
attainted, all his honours became forfeited, which otherwise would have been in abeyance 
between his two sisters, Elizabeth, and Bridget, before mentioned. 

In 1784, Sir Thomas Egerton, hart., great-great-great-grandson of Sir Rowland 
Egerton, and Bridget Grey, his wife, was created baron Wilton ; and by other letters 
patent, dated June, 1801, was advanced to the title of earl Wilton, with remainder in 
default of issue male, to his grandson, Thomas Grosvenor, second son of Eleanor, his 
daughter, wife of Robert, then viscount Belgrave, afterwards earl Grosvenor, and now 
marquess of Westminster; which Thomas Grosvenor, on the decease of the earl of Wilton, 
succeeded accordingly, and has taken the name of Egerton. The barony created in 1784 
became extinct; but the viscounty and earldom have a fair prospect of long continuance, 
being limited in failure of issue male of Thomas Grosvenor, to the third fourth, and every 
other son of the said EUeanor, and their issue male, successively and respectively. 
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GREY OF RUTHYN.— (18 Edw. IL) 

This barony commenced in the person of Roger de Grey^ son of John lord Grey of 
Wilton^ by Maud Basset his second wife, which Roger was smnmoned to parliament 
from the 18 Edw. II. to the 25 Edw. III., as Boger de Grey. He married Elizabeth, 
daughter of John lord Hastings by Isabel his wife, one of the daughters and coheirs to 
William de Valence, earl of Pembroke, and by her had a son John who died before him, 
and R^inald who was his successor, which 

Reginald de Grey had summons from the 28 Edw. III. to the 11 Richard II., as 
Reginald Grey de Ruthyn. He died in 1388, and was succeeded by his son and heir, another 

Reginald, who had summons from the 13 Richard II. to the 18 Hen. YL, inclusive.^ 
He died the following year, 1440, haying been twice married : first, to Mary, daughter 
of William lord Ross, by whom he had a son Sir John Grey who died in hitUfetime, 
leaving by Constance his wife, daughter and coheir of John Holland, duke of Bxeler, a 
aonEdmimd, who was the next baron.^ His second wife was Joane, daughter and colieir 
of William lord Astley, by which lady he had Edward Grey his son, who, having married 
the heiress of Ferrers of Ghroby, had sunmions to parliament by that designatioii.^ * VUeFemn, 

Edmund de Grey, fourth baron of Rnthyn, and heir to his grand&tber, was sum* cM^y!^' ^ 
moned to parliament from the 3S Hen. VI. to the 2 Edw. IV.^ as Bdnmnd Qrey de 
Rutkyn. But in the 5 Edw. IV. he was advanced to the dignity of earl of Kent, and 
died shortly after, viz., in 1488. He had issue a son Anthony, who died before him, as 
said, s.p.,^ and George his successor, in whose issue of male oontrnvation of the earldom 
of Kent, the barony of Ruthyn remamed merged till the death of Henry, earl of Kent, 
his great-great-grandson, in 1639, when dying s.p., the barony of Grey of Ruthyn de- 
volved upon his sister and heir Susan ; and the earldom ol Kent upon Anthony Grey, 
the next heir male, grandson of Anthony Grey of Branspeth, younger 1m>lher to Sir 
Henry Grey of Wrest, in the county of Bedford, great-grandfother of the deceased Henry 
who died in 1639. 

» Hehadl^CuBOQacontwtinfheCVrarlof Cfairalrywtth 
ingi, which were adjudged in liis fitfonr. In the roDf of parliament, toL ir., p. 312, he ia stjled lord Hastingi, 
Weyiford, and of Ruthyn, 4 Hen. YI«, anno 1426. 

h He had alao a ion lliomaai who waa created lord Giej of Iliigemont» hat died 8.p. in 1461, and having been 
attainted hia title waa forfeited. 

e In CoUina'a Pteliamentarj Preoedente maybe aeen the aocoaation of Sir Gilhert Dethiek, ISarter king of 
arms, for maUng a folie pedigree, atating that tfaia Anthony, eldeit aon of Edmvnd, iint earl of Kent, left a daogSiter 
Catherine who married one Rothttram* and aaaiioh waa entitled to the barony of Grey of Bnthyn. DeOiiek waa found 
gnilty and committed to the Marahalaea. The offioera of arma, it tliereby aeemi, are not alwaya pure and immacolate. 

VOL. I. Be 
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LONGUEVILLE, BARON GREY DE RUTHYN. 

Sib Michael Longubville * having married Susan^ daughter of Charles^ and sister 
and heir to Henry, earl of Kent, had issue Charles, his son and heir, which 

Charles Longueville claimed, and was allowed the barony of Grey de Ruthyn, in 

♦Jonni.Doiii. 1640, and was introduced into House of Lords the 10th of February l640 ;* but he did 

not enjoy the peerage long, deceasing in 1643, in the king's garrison at Oxford. He 

married Frances, one of the daughters and coheirs of Edward Neville, esq., and left issue 

an only daughter and heiress Susan, who married Sir Henry Yelverton, bart. 



YELVERTON, BARON GREY DE RUTHYN, AND EARL OF SUSSEX. 

Sib Hbnby Yelvebton died in the flower of his age, — ^3rd Oct, 1670, leaving, by the 
aforesaid Susan, baroness Grey de Ruthyn, his wife, who died the 28th of January 1676, 
three sons, as also a daughter, who married Christopher, viscount Hatton. Of the sons^ 
the eldest, 

Charles Yelverton, succeeded his &ther in his baronetcy, and on the decease of his 
mother, in 1676, became baron Grey de Ruthyn, and sat first in parliament, the 21st 

t Ibid. of October,1678,t but died shortly after, the I7th of May, 1679, of the small-pox ; when 

being unmarried, the title fell to his next brother Henry, whicn 

Henry, second Yelverton baron Grey de Ruthyn, does not appear to have ever 
taken his seat in the House of Peers, by that title,^ but having been advanced to the 
dignity of viscount Longueville, the 2 William and Mary, he was introduced therein as 

: Ibid. viscount, the 29th of April, 16904 He died the 24th of March, 1703-4, aged 40, leav- 

ing by Barbara his wife, daughter of John Talbot, of Laycock, two sons, viz., Talbot, and 
Henry, and also five daughters. Of the sons, 

Talbot, second viscount Longueville, at the coronation of George I., carried the 
golden spurs, as his father had done*at the coronation of king WiUiam and Mary ; it 
being an high service derived by inheritance from the family of Hastings, earls of Pem- 
broke. In 1717 be was further advanced to the dignity of earl of Sussex,^ and took his 

> Sir Michael was descended from Sir Greorge LongueTille, who married EUzaheth, one of the daughters and co- 
heirs of Thomas de la Roche, whose family, though omitted notice in Dugdale's Baronage, had summons to parlia- 
ment in many years in the reign of Edw. I. — (Vide De la Rocke, in Vol. IL) 

b He was under age at the time of his brother's death. 

c Sir Harris Nicolas, in his Synopsis, says he was created with a special remainder, but does not mention what 
that remainder was. Collins says it was in default of issue male, to his brother Henry and the heirs male of his 
body; but be died s.p. 
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seat the 21st of November.* He died in 1731, having had issue by Lucy his wife, * Jonrn-Dom. 
daughter of Henry Pelham, esq., two sons, George Augustus, and Henry. Of these, 

George Augustus, second earl of Sussex, first sat in parliament 16 November, I749,t t n>id. 
and died unmarried in 17^8, when Henry his brother became his heir and successor, this 

Henry, third earl of Sussex, and fifth baron Grey de Ruthyn of his family, took his 
seat 31st January^ I758.t He married, first, Hester, daughter of John Hall, of Mans- t Ibid, 
field Woodhouse, in the county of Nottingham, esq., and by her, who died in 1777? had an 
only daughter Barbara.^ His second wife was Mary, daughter of John Vaughan, esq., of 
Bristol, but by her he had not any issue '^ and dececeasing in 1799 without issue male, the 
titles of viscount Longueville and earl of Sussex became extinct ; but the barony of Grey 
of Ruthyn devolved upon the issue of his daughter Barbara, before mentioned, who died 
in his lifetime, having married Edward Thoroton Gould, esq., colonel of the Nottingham 
militia. 



GOULD, BARON GREY DE RUTHYN. 

Edwabd Thoboton Gould, esq., who married Barbara, only daughter and heir of 
Henry Yelverton, earl of Sussex, eloped with her from an Inn at Bamet, and thence 
proceeded to Gretna Green. This marriage brought on her all theMispleasure her father 
could evince against her. By the colonel she had issue a daughter Barbara, bom 25th 
January, 1777; Mary, bom 5th May, 1778; and a son Henry Edward, born in Sep- 
tember, 1780, which 

Henry Edward Gould, on the decease of the earl of Sussex in 1799, became baron 
Grey de Ruthyn, and took his seat in parliament 1st April, 1802.§ He deceased in 1810, § l^^d. 
leaving an only daughter and heiress Barbara, then very young, who married the present 
marquess of Hastings, and carried with her the ancient barony of Grey de Ruthyn. 



GREY 8IVE FERRERS op GROBY.— (25 HEN. VI.) 

Sir Edward Grey, knight, eldest son of Reginald, third baron Grey of Ruthyn, by 
his second wife Joan, daughter and coheir of William, son and heir of Thomas lord Ast- 
ley, having married Elizabeth, daughter and heir of Henry, eldest son (who died vitfi 

» He had a son Henry Talbot, who died an infant, born and baptized the 19th of Angost, and buried at Manifield 
Woodhoose, the 20th of September, 1757. 

^ The earl is iaid to have manied this second wife, who was a young woman, he being in the decline of life, in 
hopes of having other issue to perpetuate his resentment against his daughter, and disappoint her expectations. 
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pitris) of William lord Ferrars of Ghroby^ Iiad tmamoiis to piritBmeiit the 25 Hen. VI. 
the writ being direoted ^ Edwards de Greg MOUi, Dammio de Ferrers de Groiy.*^ His 
dengnatioA th^fefore was lord Ferrers de Ghoby, as a distinetioii from Ferrers of CSiart- 
ley ; but his descendants hare generally styled themselves^ as it would seem improperly^ 
barons Grey of Orobjf.-^Yyit Ferrers of Gioby.) 

6RET OP ROTHERFIELD.— (25 Edw. I.> 

The first of this family who became a baron by writ of summons was John de Grey^ 
descended from Robert, a younger son of Henry of Thurrock, according to Dugdale ; but 
from Robert, elder brother of the scdd Henry, according to Collins and others ; and ac- 
cording to Mr. Blore ; which 

John de Grey had summons to parliament the 25 Edw. I., and afterwards died die 
5 Edw. IL, without being again simimoned. He married Margaret, one of the daugh- 

* VideOdmge- ters and coheirs of William de Odingesells, of Maxtock in the county of Warwick^* whom 
' ^ ' "* he left surviving, and John his son and heir; which 

John de Grey was summoned from the 12 to the 31 Edw. III., as ^John de Grey de 
RotherfieldP He was twice married^ first to Catherine daughter and coheir of Bryan 
Fitz-Alan, of Bedale,^in the county of York ; second to Avice, daughter and coheir to 
John lord Marmion, by whom he had two sons, John and Robert^ who took their 

t Tide Mar- ix^other's surname of Marmion.f He died the 33 Edw. III., when 

^^^ John de Grey, his son, by Catherine his first wife, was the next baron^ and sum- 

moned to parliament from the 34 to the 47 Edw. III. He died the 49 Edw. III., leav- 
ing Bartholomew his grandson and heir, vis., son of John his eldest son, who died vi. 
pat.^ which 

I Rot. FSn. Bartholomew never had summons to parliament, but died s.p.3 the 50 Edw. III.,t 

^' leaving his brother 

Robert de Grey his heir, who, though mentioned by Dugdale in his index to his 
writs of smnmons to have been summoned the 1 Ric 11., yet has not his name men- 

§ Bich. no. tioned in the writ itself. This Robert died the 1 1 Ric. II.,§ leaving, according to Dugdale, 

^' Joane his daughter and heir^ by Elizabeth his wife, daughter and coheir of William de la 

Flannche, of Haversham, in the county of Buckingham; which Joane married* Sir John 

* fflw is ukL to bsTo inurfod ft noond hosbtiidf Sir Rslph Ilddsii ivlio fiod t.p>s. \ but Id CoittiBi % rtionfgt 
Edit., 1768, YoL yi., p. 38, she isitated to have been daughter and heir qf J^omaa Grey, eon and keir ef Robert 
lord Orey itfJMherfMd, hy BUiaietk de la Pknak^e: and to htnt nnrried Chiy de Bretton, sajesat st Unr, one of 
whose two danghters and coheini Maud, married John Boteler, &c. And in OoBias*i Btronetage, toI. L, p. 807, K is 
recited, that ^Hiomas UtdBton nuu'ifed Ifandf daugliter and heir of Kichiird CbiateHMtii,<if a laige estate at Rjoote and 
North Weston, in the eonnty of OjAnd, by Joane fab wtfe, dangbler nd oohfliref Cbvyof RolbefMd, ia ttatoovflly. 
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DeincouTt, knight, and had by him two daughters and coheirs, wheteof, Alice married 
William lord Lovel ; and Margaret, Ralph lord Cromwell ; but she dying s.p., the barony 
vested in John lord Lovel, son of the said Alice ; and Francis viscomit Level, her grand- 
son being afterwards attainted in 1487, the barony and all his odier honours became 
forfeited. It, however, is said by other authorities, that Robert Ghrey of Ro&erfield had 
another daughter Julian, who was coheir with Joane, and married Edmund Mussenden, 
and had issue Bernard Mussenden, whose daughter and heir married John Spigumel, 
who had a daughter and heir Agnes, who married John Frome. Assuming this state- 
ment to be correct, the barony of Grey of Rotherfield was not forfeited by the attainder 
of Francis viscount Lovd, but only his moiety ; and therefore the barony remains in 
abeyance. The coheirs of the LovePs moiety are the present lord Beaumont, and the 
earl of Abingdon. 



GREY OF FOWYS.— (22 Edw. IV.) 

Thb occasion whereby this family of Ghrey became ennobled, was from the marriage of 
Sir John Grey, knight, with Jane, eldest of the two daughters and coheirs of Edward de 
Cherleton,* who was summoned to parliament from the 3 Hen. IV. to the 9 Hen. V., as ^ videCaMrk- 
Eduford Charieian de P&wys; though the first summons of his grea1>-grand&ther John de ton* 
Cherleton, the 17 Edw. II., was only as John de Cherlettmy the subsequent addition of 
de Powjfs being mereiy nominal, as referring to the baronial land of which he was possess- 
ed ; and not creating a title for that was personal under his first writ of summons. 
Tins 

Sir John Grey, having greatly distinguished himself in the wars of France^ had a 
grant firom king Hen. V. of the earldom of Tankerville, to hold by homage and delivery 
of an helmet at the castle of Roan on iStit feast day of St. George. He was afterwards 
slain with the duke of Clarence, and divers of the English nobility, in the disastrous 
batde at Bangy Bridge. By Joan de Cherleton his wife, he had 

Henry Grey, his son and heir, who died tiie 28 H^n. VI., having married Antigone^ 
natural daughter of Humphrey, duke of Gloucester, and had issue a son Richard, and a 
daughter Elizabeth who married Roger Kynaston, a younger son of Griffin Kynaston, 
of Stokesay, in the county of Salop, esq., which 

Ridiard Grey is snpposed to have sat in parliament ttie S3 Hen. VI., as according 
to the rolls of parliament there is mentioned ^Domimts de Powp^ to have been a trier 
of petitia&s ; yet in llie writs of summons of that year, there is not contained the name 
of either Cherleton or Grey, as Damiwua de Powys ; therefore, who was the Dominus de 
Powys of that time remains unexplained, unless it alluded to this Richard. Being an 
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adherent to the House of York^ he was attainted the 38 Hen. VI., and deceased the 6 
Edw. IV. By his attainder he forfeited his coheirship in the barony of Cherleton of 
PowySj and the earldom of Tankerville; which last, as France had been lost to the 
crown of England, became a nuUity. But it appears that the said Richard, by the name of 
Richard lord Powys,^ with several others, were pardoned, and all their hereditaments and 
profits only forfeited. This Richard, besides a son John, his successor, is asserted to 
have had a daughter Elizabeth, who married Sir John Ludlow, and by him had two 
daughters his coheirs, viz., Anne and Alice, who married Thomas and Humphrey Vernon. 

John, son of Richard, was the first who appears to have been summoned to parlia 
ment, viz., from the 22 Edw. IV. to the 12 Hen. VII., as John Grey de Powes^ in which 
year he died, leaving a son John, who dying in his minority never had summons to par- 
liament, but who at his death, in 1504 , left an only son Edward, then only one year old, 
which 

Edward had summons from the 21 Hen. VIII. to the 5 Edw. VI., when he deceas- 
ed without legitimate issue ; and when, if the summons to parliament of his grandfather 
John, the 22 Edw. IV., created a new barony of Powys, and was not a continuation of 
the ancient barony of Cherleton de Powys, the same became extinct. 

In 1732 a claim was preferred by John Kynaston, esq., descended from Elizabeth, 
sister to Richard the father of John Grey, summoned the 22 Edw. IV., which claim was 
opposed by Sir Nathaniel Curzon, bart; assuming a descent from Anne daughter of Sir 
John Ludlow, by Elizabeth the presumed daughter of the said Richard Grey : but in both 
these claims it is to be observed, that neither party was descended from John, who was 
* joum. ^^^ summoned to parliament as lord Grey de Powys. In 1800* this claim was again 
Dom. Proc. revived by John Kynaston Powell, esq., grandson of John, the petitioner in 1732, and 
was similarly opposed by the Curzon family : but the question has not ever been deter- 
mined by the house of lords ; which leaves the barony of Cherleton de Powys of 7 Edw. 
II. in abeyance, of which, however, either the family of Kynaston, or of Curzon, is one 
of the coheirs. 

There however appears another party not hitherto noticed, which has preferred a 
claim militating against that of Kynaston and Curzon, which is thus set forth in a peti- 
t lUd. ^on submitted to the house of lords, in May 1800.t 

Dom. Proc. 5 May, 1800. 

^^ Upon reading the petition of the Right Honourable Thomas Lord Lilford, and of 
Henrietta Maria Lady Lilford, his wife, and the humble petition of Elizabeth Atherton, 
of Tulketh, in the county of Lancaster, spinster, setting forth that John Kynaston 

ft Vide Prynne's Abridgment of the Tower Records, p. 663. 
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Powell^ of Hardwick, in the county of Salop^ esq.^ having preferred a petition to his ma- 
jesty^ stating his claim to the ancient barony of Powis ; and his majesty having been 
pleased to refer the matter of the said petition to their lordships^ the petitioners beg 
leave humbly to represent to their lordships that the barony of Powis is a barony in fee, 
descendable to the heirs general, and was created the 7 of Edw. II., by writ of summons 
directed to John de Cherleton ; that from John de Cherleton, the said barony descended 
to his heirs in succession, but his great-grandson Edward de Cherleton, lord Powis, dying 
without male issue, left two daughters and coheirs, viz., Joan, who married Sir John 
Grey, knight, and Joice, who became the wife of John lord Tiptoft, and it is presumed 
that the said barony feU into abeyance, or suspence, amongst the issue of the said Joan 
and Joice : but the crown was pleased to confer the said honour upon the line of the 
eldest daughter Joane Grey, whose grandson Richard Grey appears to have sat in par- 
liament as baron Powis ; but John Grey, his son and heir, was summoned to parliament 
the 22 Edw. IV. as lord Powis ; and that Edward Grey, the last lord Powis, grandson 
of the said John Grey, dying the 5 Edw. VI., without lawful issue of his body, the said 
barony fell again into abeyance among the issue of his great aunt Elizabeth, daughter 
of the said Richard Grey, lord Powis, and wife of John Ludlow, of Stokesay, in the 
county of Salop; that the said Elizabeth, by the said John Ludlow, left issue two 
daughters and coheirs, viz : Anne, the wife of Thomas Vernon, of Stokesay ; and Alice/ 
the wife of Humphry Vernon, of Hodnet, in the said county of Salop, as appears by 
sundry evidences which prove that Henry Vernon, grandson of the said Anne Vernon, and 
Richard Vernon, grandson of the said Alice Vernon, were next cousins and heirs at law 
of the said Edward, the last lord Powis ; that the petitioners, the said Henrietta Maria 
lady Lilford, and Elizabeth Atherton, and Hesther Atherton, are the lineal descendants 
and heirs of the body of the said Alice Vernon, the youngest daughter and coheir of 
the said Elizabeth Grey and John Ludlow, viz : the daughters and coheirs of Robert 
Vernon Atherton, late of Atherton, in the county of Lancaster, esq., (who assumed the 
surname of Atherton instead of that of Gwyllim), the son and heir of Robert Gwyllim, 
esq., by Elizabeth hiswife, sole daughter and heir of Richard Atherton^ esq.; who was the 
son and heir of John Atherton, esq., by Elizabeth his wife, only child and heir of Robert 
Cholmondeley, esq., by Eilizabeth Vernon his wife, sister of Sir Thomas Vernon, bart., 
whose issue became extinct, and daughter of Sir Henry Vernon, bart., the son and heir 
of Sir Robert Vernon, knight, who was the son and heir of John Vernon, esq., the bro-' 
ther and heir of Richard Vernon, and son of George Vernon, esq., who was the son and 
heir of Humphry Vernon, of Hodnet, aforesaid, esq., by Alice Ludlow, above mentioned ; 
the petitioners tiierefore trust that it will appear that the said barony of Powis is not in 
abeyance between the representatives of the said Anne Vernon, who, as the petitioner^ 
are informed, is the Right Honourable Nathaniel Curzon, lord Searesdale, and the peti* 
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tionen^ the said Henrietta Maria lady Lilford, Elisabetk Atherton, and Heather Atherton, 
as representatives of the said AUce Vernon^ ^^- Otlf^r dangkte? juad coheir of the said 
John Ludlow and Elizabeth 6rey> and consequently that no legal daim can be made to 
the said barony by any other person^ or persons, whatsoever, and therefore praying*thar 
lordships that they may beheard by coimcil against the daim of the said John Kynaston 
Powell, esq., to the said barony of Powis*^' 

It is ordered that die said petition be referred to the Committee for Privileges, to 
whom the petition of John Kynaston Powell, esq*, to his majesty, claiming the barony 
of Powis, stands referred; with liberty for the petitioners to be heard by their counsel 
against the said daim as desired before the said committee. 

The Lords' Committee for Privileges sat several times, but no final decision of this 
controverted barony has ever been made. At one of the sittings the attorney-general 
stated that he had been informed that there were coheirs of John 'nptoft, eari of Wor^^ 
cester, still extant, who in the pedigree of one of the claimants, had been stated to be 
dead in 17^0, but their names had not been made known- to him, as such, be thought 
notice should be given to them ; which was ordered by the conmiittee to be givea ac- 
cordingly, 20th June, 1800. 



GRET OF ROLLfiSTON.— (35 Car. IL) 

ChabIiBS North, son and heir ^>parent to Dudley, the fourth baron North, having 

married Katherine, daughter of William lord Qrey of Werke, was summoned to parliar 

ment by spedal writ the I7th October, 1673, and was introduced the 27th October, by 

* Joarn. the titic of Charles lord Ghrey.* In Dugdale's Lists of Summons, tiie I7th October, 31 

Bom. Froc. q^^ j j^^ ^^ j^ mentioned as Charle$ North Grey de RolkaUm CMo. He had two sons, 

WQliam his successor, and Charles who died unmarried; also two daughters wiio died in 

. their infancy. He succeeded his fiB^ier as fifth baron North, in 16779 and died in 1690. 

William^ sixth lord North, and second lord Grey, sat first in pariiament by the titles 

t n>i4. of North and Orey, 16th January^ 1698 ;t but died s.p. in 1734, when tiie barony of Grey 

of Rolleston became extinct. 



OREYSTOCKv-(22 Enw. H.) 

William ds Oretstock, great-grandson of Banulph, lord of Greystock, in the county 
of Cumberland, married Mary, ddest of the three daughters and coheirs of Roger de 
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Merley^ of Morpeth » an eminent feudal baron in Northximberlandy and thereby acquired 
the baronial manor of Morpeth in that county; dying circ. 17 Bdw» h, he was auoeeeded by 
John de Greystock his son and heir, who had summons to parliament from the 23 
to the 33 Edw. L, being in the writ of the 22 Edw. I« styled bar<m de Greystock only ; 
but in the following one of the 23 John haron de Qreystok; and in others subsequent;* 
sometimes John baron de Greystok, and only John de Qreystok* In the 29 Edw* I.^ 
though not summoned to the parliament at Lincoln, he had his seal appended to the 
letter then written by the barons to the pope, being designated Johannei de Greyetoke 
Dominue de Morpeth. He died 34 Edw. I., but not having any issue his barony became 
extinct as a parliamentary one created by virtue of his writs of summons. His brothers 
and uncles being all dead without issue male, he settled* his manor and barony of Grey- * Dngd. Bar* 
stok, with other lands, with all his purparty of the manor of Morpeth, upon Ralph, the *' ^' 
son of William Fite Ralph, (lord of Grimethorpe in the county of York) by Joane his 
aunt, which Ralph Fits William succeeded thereto accordingly. 



RADULPH, OR RALPH FITZ WILLIAM DE GREYSTOK.— (23 Edw. I.) 

This Ralph Fitz William, before the said settlement^ had been summoned to parliament 

from the 23 Edw. I., as Ralph Fitz William, and by the same description from thence 

to the 9 Edw. IL In the 29 Edw. I., he was one of the barons in the parliament at 

Lmcoln who subscribed his name and appended his seal to the jEamoua letter then written 

to the pope, being designated ^^ Badulphfue fiUm WiUiebni Dominus de Grimihorp*'^ In 

the 24 Edw. I. he was found brother and heir to Ge&ry Fits William, of yorkshire,t f Rot Fin. 24 

and had livery of his lands. He married Margery, widow of Nidiolas Corbet, daughter ' '' 

and coheir of Hugh de Bolebec, and in her right acquired a moiety of the barony of 

Bolebec, in the county of Northumberland. Dying an aged man, drc 9 Edw. II., be 

was succeeded by Robert his second son, William his eldest having died in his lifetime, 

s.p., which 

Robert survived his father only a short time, dying the following year, 10 Edw. IL, 
without having been ever summoned to parliament, and leaving Elizabeth Ins widow, 
and Ralph his son and heir, set. 18 ; which 

Ralph* was the first of this family, who after it had suoceeded to the Greystock 
estates, took the name of Greystock, by which he was summoned to parliament from 
the 14 to the 16 Edw. II., the year after which he died, and was succeeded by 

• Ab he and all his successors were summoned to parliament by the title of Greystock, it may be questioned 
wMksr he dU not tiMreby erigfaMte a eaecmd baroMy ki 1^ oim person, distinet in nvne 1^ 
Xilph RtB-WiDim, OMmo^ Aey wien both »cffc«d in the itM eei^ 

VOL. I. Og 



242 BABONIA ANGLICA CONCENTBATA. 

William de Graystock his son and heir^ tihen very young, who had afterwards sum- 
mons to parliament from the 22 to the 31 Edw. IIL, and latterly as WiUiam baron de 
Graystok. He died in 1358, 32 Edw. III., leaving then in minority, 

Ralph his son and heir, summoned from the 49 Edw. III. to the 5 Hen. V., as 
Ralph baron de Graystok, in which year he died and was succeeded by his eldest son 
John, then 28 years of age, which 

John de Greystock had summons from the 7 Hen. V. to the 13 Hen. VL, inclusive, 
as John baron de Greystok Chitf. He married Elizabeth, one of the daughters and co- 
heirs of Robert Ferrers, of Wemme, by Elizabeth his wife, daughter and heir of William 
lord Boteler, of Wemme, and had issue by her several sons, whereof 

Ralph the eldest, was summoned from the 15 to the 18 Hen. VI., and afterwards to 
the 1 Hen. VIL, as Ralph (not baron) de Greystoke Chk^. He died the 2 Hen. VII., 
1487^ leaving Elizabeth his granddaughter and heir, being sole daughter and heir of 
Robert his eldest son, who died vi. pat. ;^ which Elizabeth married Thomas lord Dacre, 
* Vide Dacre. of Gillesland, as mentioned under that title,* and whose heirs general are as therein 
mentioned, viz., the lords Stourton and Petre, and the earl of Carlisle* 



HACCHE.— (26 & 27 Edw. I.) 

Eustace de Hacche, of Hacche, in the county of Wilts, had summons the 26 Edw. 
I. to attend at Carlisle, equis et armis ; in which writ the earls and barons being distin- 
guished by their respective ranks, he is mentioned as a baron. In the following year, 
the 27 Edw. I., he had summons to parliament ; and from thence to the 33 Edw. I., 
inclusive. 

In the 29 Edw. I. he was one of the barons in the parliament at Lincoln, who 
signated the letter from the nobility of England to the pope, being then designated 

t Dngd. Lists ^' Eu8tachiu9 Dominus de Hacche.'^ f 

of Sumrn. Dugdale recites, that in the 7 Edw. I. he was a menial servant in the household of 

the king, and became greatly distinguished by his services in the wars of Scotland ; from 
which it may be inferred, that his merits caused him to be called to the rank of a baron, 
and not from any pretension thereto, as a baron by tenure. • 

t Oris.2 Bdw. ^6 clied the 34 Edw. I., leaving by Amicia his wife,^ a daughter and heir Julian, 

i^GroM^nn ^^^ married John Hansard.§^ 

34 Edw. I. ' 
Rot 14. 

•> He married Elizabeth danghter of Edmund De Grey, earl of Kent, and died the 15th of July 1483, 1 Bic. III. 

h A Gilbert de Hansard was among those who were sommoned as barons the 45 Hen. III., to tiie parHament 
then called by the king to meet in London.-— (Titfs eepp qfiki B^mi^iar WrUf tmd Ooiu umiar nfnamtimf^* U.J 
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HANDLO.— (1 Edw. Ill-) 

John de Handlo had summons^ equis et armis, the 1 Edw. III. to Newcastle-upon- 

T]rne; and in the 16 Edw. III. to a great council to be holden at Westminster^ but 

which was afterwards prorogued^* and as he never after had any summons, it does not « Dvgd. Luti 

seem that he had at any time acquired a, parliamentary descendable barony. He married ^ Summ. 

Maud, widow of John Lovel, sister and heir of Edward Bumell, and had issue two sons, 

viz., Richard and Nicholas, which Nicholas having succeeded to the possession of the 

barony of Holgate, Acton Bumell, and other lands^ by virtue of a certain fine levied 

with a remainder to him, assumed his mother's name of Bumell, and had summons to 

parliament, as under that title has been before noticed.f tVideBunidl. 

Richard, eldest son of John de Handlo, died vit& patris, leaving a son Edmund heir 
to his grandfather, but who never had summons to parliament, dying in his minority, 
s.p., and leaving his sisters his coheirs ; of which, Joan died unmarried ; Elizabeth mar- 
ried Sir Edmund de la Pole, knight ; and Margaret married, first, Gilbert Chastelin, s.p., 
and secondly, John Apleby ; between which coheirs partition was made, as appears by 
the patent rolls, { viz : "Partition of the manors and lands belonging to Richard de Handlo %T^{^' ^^ 
and Edmund his son and heir, between Margaret, the wife of John Apleby, and Eliza- 
beth, the wife of Edmund de la Pole, daughters and heirs of the said Richard, and 
sisters and heirs of the said Edmund de Handlo.^^ 

In the rolls of parliaments mention is made of Edmund, son of Richard de Handlo, $ Rot. Pwl. 
and Alice his wife ; also John, son of Richard de Handlo, and Joahe his wife, daughter ^^^ 53^' ' 
of John Fitz NieL But as no inheritable right of barony, founded upon the two writs of 
summons to John de Handlo, the 1 and 16 Edw. III., can be supported therefrom, any 
further account would be an irrelevant detail ; though Margaret, the wife of Apleby, 
left issue, as did Elizabeth, the wife of Sir Edmund de la Pole. 

Atkins, in his History of the county of 61oucester|| gives the following descent : — n p. 223. 

JohD,* son of Richard Handlo, had Bontall in the county of Oxford,^Joane, daughter and heir 
jure nzoria, and Hatherop, in tiie county of Gloucester, by grant. J of Sir John Fiti-Nigel.t 

I II 

Richard, ob. vi. pat.^l8abel, daughter of Almaric de St. Amend. Nicholas. Thomas. 

Edmund de Handlo, Margaret, married first, Gilbert Chastelin ; Elisabeth married Sir 

ob. infra setatem. secondly, John Apulby. Edmund De la Pole. 

* He leriad a flue of Hatherop to himeelf for life ; remaisder to Siehard his eon, and Itabel hie wife, in ipeeial tail ; remainder 
to Nicholu and Thomai the brothers to Biehard in tail; remainder to his own right heirs, the like fine of Coin Bt Alwyns. John Apolby 
had Hatherop, and Coin St. Alwyns. 

t Vide Lysons* Mag. Brit. toL i., p. 517. Borstal! in the county of Buekinf ham. 
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HARINGTON.— (18 Edw. II.) 

John de Habinoton^ or Haverington^ by which last name he is called in the early 
writs^ had summons to parliament from the 18 Edw. II. to the 21 Edw. III. But it is to be 
observed that the first summons^ the 18 Edw. 11.^ is to a great council to be holden at West- 
minster^ but is not called 9^ parliament. His name appears in a writ of the 17 Edw. II., 
directed to William de Hereford, summoning the king's council, when he, with a few 
others are denominated barones. He had issue Robert his son, who died in his lifetime, 
leaving by Elizabeth his wife, sister and coheir to John de Multon, baron of Egremond, 
several sons ; whereof, 

John de Harington, the eldest, succeeded his grandfather, and was summoned to 
parliament in the 22 and 23 Edw. III. ; but in those years only, though he did not die 
till the 37 Edw. III., (1363,) at which time he was seised of the third part of the manors 
of Multon and Egremond, and other lands, parcel of the barony of Multon of Egremond, 
Robert his son and heir being then in minority ; which 

Robert, the 51 Edw. III., making proof of his age, and doing his homage, had 
livery of his lands ; and having been summoned to parliament from the I Ric. II. to the 
4 Hen. IV., died the 7 of the same reign, (1405,) leaving by Isabel his wife, daughter 
and coheir of Sir Nigel Loring, K. 6., John his son and heir ; which 

John de Harington is stated in the rolls of parliament to have been present therein, 
the 22 Dec., 1406, (8 Hen. IV.) : it is then evident that all the writs after the 7 
Ben. IV., as mentioned in Dugdale's lists of summons to bear the name of Robert, to 
the 4 Hen. V., must be an error on the rolls, and ou^t rather to have been written 
John. He died in 1418, s.p., and was succeeded by his brother 

William de Harington, who had summons from the 8 Hen. V. to the 18 Hen. VI., 
but not afterwards, though he lived some years, not dying till the 36 of the same reign, 
(1457;) when he left William Bonvile, son of his daughter Elizabeth, (who deceased 
before him,) his grandson and heir ; which William lord Bonvile and Harington, (jure 
matris,) left itn only daughter Cecily, his heir> who married Tliomas Grey, marquess of 
Dorset ; ^ose grandsoti^ Henry, duke o^ Suffolk^ being afterwards attainted in 1554, the 
baronies of Bonville, Hioirington, and all the other honours of tiittt noble feonily became 
forfeited t to whMi, otherwbe the present duke of Buckingham and Chandos^ in right 
of his mother, would be heir general ; and the present earl of Stamford and Warrington, 
heir male. 

The following pedigree in the possession of the author differs from the preeedii^ 
statement, viz : 
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Sir William Har-=pMargaret, sister to ThomaSi son of 8ir Robert Nerill, of Hornby, and aunt 
riogton, K. G. [ and cohor of Margaret, duchess of Exeter. — (Vide Robert Nevill ut anted J 

I ■ ^ 

Sir nomas Hariagton, knight, of Hornby, »t. 40, ao. 19 Hen. VI., ob. tiie day after thtf=f Elisabeth, dan. of Tho- 
battle of Wakefield, of his wounds received therein. I mas lord Dacres. 

Sir John Harrington, slain at the battle of Wakefield.=T=Maiid, dan. of Thos. lord Clifford. 

\ I ' 

Anne, eldest dan. and coh., set 5, anno 1460, mar. Edw.=Eli2abeth, youngest dan. and oob., mt. 4, anno 1460, mar. 
Stanley, lord Monteagle, ob. s.p., 5 Aug., 4 Hen. VII. 1st., John StanllBy, 2ndly, Rich. Beanmont, of Whitley. 



HASTANG.— (5 Edw. II.) 

This family was anciently seated at Leamington^ in the coimty of Warwidc^ thence called 
Leamington Hastang. 

Robert de Hastang, in the 41 Hen. III., gave a mark in gold for respiting his 
knighthood. He married Joane,* daughter and coheir of William de Curli, and had * Chart. Rot. 

.1 37 Hen. III., 

issue another oi. 5, 

Rob^ de Hastang, who, though not summoned to the parliamait at Lincoln the 29 
Edw. L, yet was one of those who subscribed their seals to the letter then written to the 
pope,t being then designated ^ Robertas Hastang Dominus de DeAree^^ The cause of t I>vgd. Lists 
his not being summoned was probably from his being in Scotland, and at that time eon- 
stable of Roxburgh castle.^ The 5 Edw. II. he had summons to the parliament at X Lib. Quotid 
Westminster ; and in the writ is styled a baron ; the earls and barons being distinguiihed Qg^^. 28 Edw. 
by their respective ranks :§ but this meeting was prorogued, and another parliament !'q^ j.^ 
summoned to meet at Lincoln, in the writ whereto his name is not mentioned. After of Snmm. 
this he was never again summoned. 



THOMAS DE HASTANG.— (16 Enw. III.) 

Thomas db Hastang (his grandson) had summons the 16 Edw. IH., to a great coun- 

dl to be hoUen at Westminster ;|{ and as Dugdak asserts, was smnnoiied to parliament (I Ibid. 

tiie 5 Edw. III.: his name, however, does not appear in any writ of tiiat year. 

John de Hastang his son was never summoned. He had issue two daughters and 
coheirs, viz^ Maud, who married Sir Ralph StaflFord; and Joane,^ not Isabel, as said by \^^f^^^^[ 
Dugdale) who married Sir John Salisbury, which Sir John was afterwards attainted and ^^ ^^ ^^ 



tBiJOfid, great-grandson of £br Ralph, was also attainted Ric ii., n. 69 
Humphrey Stafibrd was restored die 19 Hen. VII. u.^ m. 44 . 
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HASTINGS.— (49 Hen. III.) 

Henby de Hastings^ married Ada, fourth daughter of David, earl of Huntingdon, by 
Maud his wife, one of the sisters and coheirs, eventually, of Ranulph, earl of Chester, 
and shared in the division of that great inheritance. He died 1250, leaving 

Henry de Hastings his son and heir, who was one of the principal of the barons 
adhering to the party of Simon de Montfort, earl of Leicester, and had summons to the 
parliament called by them in the king's name the 49 Hen. III. He was the resolute 
governor of Kenilworth castle which held out so long against the king's army, and when 
it did surrender, was excepted out of the Act of Grace, called the Dictum de Kenilworth. 
He, however, afterwards made his peace, and was admitted to the benefit of that decree. 
By Joane his wife, daughter of William, sister and at length coheir to her brother George 
de Cantilupe, baron of Bergavenny, he had two sons, viz., John and Edmund, whereof 
the eldest, 

John de Hastings succeeded his father, and had summons to parliament from the 
23 Edw. I. to the 6 Edw. 11.^ In the 29 Edw. I. he was one of those who subscribed 
the famous letter sent by the barons to the pope, on which occasion he is denominated 
*^ Johannes de HastingSy Dominus de Bergavenmfy^ thereby intimating that Bergavenny 
was the name of the barony by virtue of which he was called to parliament. He died 
drc* 1315, having been twice married. By Isabel his first wife, daughter of William, 
and sister and coheir to Aymer de Valence, earl of Pembroke, he had John his son and 
heir f also two other sons who died s.p. ; and three daughters, of which, Elizabeth mar- 
ried Roger lord Grey of Ruthyn. By Isabel his second wife, daughter of Hugh Des- 
penser, earl of Winchester, he had two sons, Hugh and Thomas, which Hugh was of 

• vidis Hiiffh ®^**^8 Hall, in the coimty of Norfolk.* 

de Haitiiigf. John, next baron Hastings, had summons to parliament from the 6 to the 18 Edw. 

II., when he died, leaving by Julian his wife, daughter and heir of Thomas, and grand- 
daughter and heir of William baron de Leybum, Lawrence his son and heir, which 

Lawrence de Hastings, by reason of his descent firom Aymer de Valence, earl of 
Pembroke, was advanced to that title, the 13 Edw. III. He died in 1348, and was suc- 
ceeded by his only son John, bom after his decease. This 



* In Camdwn it is related that at the beginmng of the NonDan ConqiMit then were great men in Sanez, eiir- 
named De Haitings } one of whom, BAatthew de Hastings, held the manor of Grenale by lie temtn thai ke 9kouUt 
ftmd at the kaoen qfHoMtingt an oar whmever the king ihonid eroft the eetu 

b He was present in the parliament of the 18 Edw. I., when the earls and barons gave an aid to the Ung for 
the marriage of his eldest daughter. Bat there is not extant any writ of summons for that year. — (Vide Rot. Pari, 
vol. t. p. 2&.J 

e Vide Rot. Pai. 25 Bdw. /., Pare. 2. m. 2., vtf .;— ^Biaritaginm inter ^HUidmun de Hastings fil. & hnrad. 
Johannis de Hastings D'ns de Abeigenny & Alienor' filiam seoiorem Will'mi Biartin D'ni de Kameys, ac Edd'om 
filivm et hgredem d'd Will'i & Jonett filiam aeniorem dicti Joh'nis. 
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John, second earl of Pembroke, died 49 Edw. III., (1375), having, as stated by 
Dugdale, in the 43 Edw. III. made a feoffment by the king's licence of all his castles, 
lordships, manors, &c., in England and Wales, to certain uses ; which feoffment on his 
death was found to be, that provided he died without issue of his body, the town and 
castle of Pembroke should come to the king, his heirs, and successors ; and the castle 
and lordship of Bergavenny, and other lands in England and Wales to his cousin Wil- 
liam de Beauchamp, his mother's nephew, in fee. At his decease, his only son John 
was under three years of age ; which 

John, third earl of Pembroke, the 13 Ric. II., was unfortunately so wounded by a 
lance, at a tilt, that he died thereof, being then only about seventeen years old, dying s.p., 
the earldom of Pembroke ceased ; but the barony of Bergavenny, with the castle &c., 
passed to William de Beauchamp, who was a stranger in blood to the Hastings' &mily. 

It is here to be considered how far the barony of Hastings may be deemed a perso- 
nal barony, created by the writ of summons of Henry de Hastings, the 49 Hen. III., or 
as a barony attached ^ the tenure and possession of the castle of Bei^venny, which, in 
the parliament at Lincoln, the 29 Edw. I., John de Hastings (son of Henry) appears 
to have denominated his baronial honour. 

The writ of the 49 Hen. III. can scarcely be imagined to have created an hereditary 
barony. There is no proof of a sitting under it ; there is wanting proof that the parliar 
ment then summoned ever met. It was called by the rebel barons in the king's name ; 
but he was then in duress, and in their power. The persons summoned were a partial 
few, the friends of the rebel barons ; the king's friends were excluded. The subsequent bat- 
tle of Evesham, and the surrender of Kenilworth castle put an end to the supremacy of 
the rebel baron s' power, while the dictum de Kenilworth enacted, that no earl or baron 
should after come to parliament, unless specially summoned thereto. There is not any 
evidence^of any Hastings being so summoned before the 23 Edw. I., (though, no doubt 
parliaments were holden in the intermediate time,) but it is only in the 29 Edw. I. that 
there is a manifest of the names of the baronies which the persons then summoned pos- 
sessed. Barony at that time was a service of council incident to tenure, which the crown 
could require, or omit ; but the writ was not creative. If then the barony of Hastings 
was connected with Bergavenny, it terminated with the alienation to Beauchamp ; if re- 
ferred to under the writ of the 49 Hen. IIL, it seems as void as the creation of any of 
Oliver Cromwell's peers. The house of lords has, however, by a recent resolution (1841) 
allowed the barony on claim to Sir Jacob Astley, bart, a coheir representative of Hugh de 
Hastings, brother of the half blood to John father of Lawrence, first Hastings earl of 
Pembroke ; and right lawful heir to Henry summoned the 49 Hen. III., and to John his 
son, summoned the 23 Edw. L 



' 
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EDMUND DE HASTINGS.— (28 Edw. I.) 

Edmund db Hastings, a younger son of Henry, by Joane his wife, daughter and co- 
heir to William de Cantilupe, baron of Bergavenny, and coheir to her brother George 
de Cantilupe, had summons to parUament from the 28 Edw. I. to the 7 Edw. II.; in the 
29 Edw. I. by the designation of '' Edmundus de HastingSy Domimta de Enchimchelmock.^^ 
He was one of those who subscribed the famous letter to the pope, and had his seal affix- 
ed thereto. Dugdale and other authors being silent as to whether he had any issue, it is 
inferred that he died s.p. Francis Thynne notices a wife Isabel, but does not mention 
whether any issue or not by her. He had great estates in Wales, probably part of the De 
* Vide Tol. u. Braose and Cantilupe lands in tiiat country.* 

HUGH DE HASTINGS.— (16 Edw. III.) 

Hugh db Hastings, grandson of Hugh, son of John de Hastings by his second wife 
Isabel Despenser, had smnmons to a great council, or parliament,%ie 16 Edw. III., but 
never after. Upon the death of John, the last Hastings, earl of Pembroke, in 1389 s.p., 
Reginald lord Grey of Ruthyn, eldest son of Roger de Grey of Ruthyn, by Elizabeth his 
wife, daughter of the same John de Hastings, by his first wife Isabel de Valence, was found 
his heir of the whole blood, and the said Hugh de Hastings was found his heir, but of 
the half blood ; between whose son Edward Hastings, and the said Reginald de Grey, a 
long controversy took place for the arms of Hastings, tiie right whereto was at last de- 
cided in &vour of De Grey. This decision, so contrary to law, so much incensed Hast- 
ings, that he is said to have left his curse upon his family if they did not attempt to 
recover their right. This has eventually come to pass, and Sir Jacob Astiey, bart., one 
of the coheirs general of the before named Edward, has recentiy (1841) been declared by 
die House of Lords ri^t heir to the ancient barony of Hastings, and taken his seat 
among tiie peers of the realm accordingly, whose descent being now contained in the 
printed peerages of the day, renders a further account here unnecessary. 

Dugdale observes that Edward Hastings assumed the titie of lord Hastings and Stu- 
tevile, 88 appears by a deed under his seal of arms, dated 4th November, the 8 Hen. lY., 
but by what autibority is not mentioned. The following pedigree may explain the same, 
and show tiiat he might also have assumed the tide of lord Foliot. 



William d« StateTi]le.=?=Marg«ret, dan. and heir of H«gh da Saj, of Riebard'a cwOe.— <Widow of Robert MortuMr.) 



-I I I _7^ TZTZ r_ I 



Robart dt Statortte, •.]>. Richard Foliotyldargarat, nster and lieir, ob. 6 Edw. I. 

lordan Foliot, mnnmnnpA to pariiamwit TSf^iUrgtTj , db. S Edw. III., b«ried 

and 25 Edw. I., ob. 27 Edw. I. I at Windling Abbey.— iUom. Noff. 






Ricnard Foliot, ob. Margery, liater and ooheir, inarried Hng^ Hastinga, great- Margaret, liater and coheir 
s.p., 4 Edw. III. grandfkther of Edward Haftings, both buried at EUng. married John Camoia. 
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On the gravestone of Sir John de Hastings, in tbf chapel of Hastings, at Elaing in 
Norfolk, were the following verses, which began the epitaph, viz : — 



Hie stratus, si quo sit natns sangnine qiueris : 
A proavo genitam noscas cnj nupserat lueres 
Pembrolds Comltom, Vdlansia origine nata ; 
Hinc Comites pliires, donee cmdelia ftita 
Extulerant pestem (Woodstock) te oonvooo testem, 
Qui neoe tub moesta ceddit dam frangitor hastem. 
Hugo soooessit, miles, siM qui sociavit 
Jordan! Foliot natam ; de quA generavit 



Hngonem ; sed hoic Everingham nata potentia 
Nupaiti «t Hugonis sit mater arma Talentis, 
Nata aoi D'ni Speneer tedia gtservnt 
EdwariuAiy oni Jplm Dinbam natan) aopayit. 
E qnibos boc tumulo stratus sit origo Jobannes 
Cm requies detur cunctis Yiventibus annis, 
Hugo, Roberte quibus Edmundus frater habetur 
precibus oelis requiescere detur. 



WILLIAM HASTINGS.— (1 Edw. IV.) 

William ps Hastings, descended from a younger son of William de Hastings, steward 
to king Hen. II., and ancestor to the Hastings, earls of Pembroke, (before noticed) was 
summoned to parliament from the 1 to the 22 Edw. IV., as '^ WUPo Ha$tinff9 MUiti 
Domino Hastings de Hastings.^^ He was the lord Hastings of Shakespeare in his Tragedy 
of Richard III., by whose command he was so harshly beheaded, (1483). 

Edward Hastings, his son and heir, having married Mary, daughter and heir of 
Thomas, son and heir of Robert lord Hungerford, was summoned to parliament from 
the 22 Edw. IV. to the 12 Hen. VII., as *' Edwardo Hastings de Hungerford.'^ He died 
in 1507, but does not appear to have had the tide of Hastings after his father's death. 

George, son and heir of Edward lord Hungerford, had summons from the 1 to the 
21 Hen. VIIL, as ^ Georgio Hastynges de Hastynges^' shortly after when, 8 December, 
1529, he was created earl of Huntingdon ; from which period this barony of Hastings 
became merged in the earldom, and so continued till the death of Francis the tenth eail, 
in 17B9, s.p., when the earldom devolved upon the next heir male ; and the barony of 
Hastings, with that of Hungerford, as also the baronies of Botreaux, Molines, the sole 
heirship of one moiety, and a coheirship of the other moiety of the barony of Moels, des- 
cended to Elizabeth, sister and heir to earl Francis; which Elizabeth married John 
Rawdon, earl of Moira in Ireland, whose son and heir Francis, after the death of his 
mother, in 1808, claimed the barony of Hastings, which was allowed to him, and in 
1816, he was created marquess of Hastings, a degree of honour which none of the 
Hastings Ceimily had ever before attained. His son, the present marquess, therefore 
possesses all the titles of his father.* 



* Dugdale in bis account ^ this iamily says, tbat tbe first lord William was adyanoed to tiie degree and dignity 
of a banm, thenby Intimatinff that it was by patwt, and not by writ of 8Dmmon8.-*fB0r. wl. <.,p. ftSl.^ But in 
that rsapaet wia ^ arror. 

VOL. I. H h 
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RICHARD HASTINGS.— (22 Edw. IV.) 



Richard Hastings, brother to William lord Hastings, haying married Joan, sister and 
heir of Robert lord Welles, was summoned to parliament the 22 Eldw. TV., and 1 Ric. III., 
as '' Bicardua Hastings de WelleSy ChwaUer." He had an only son Anthony, who died 
s.p., and thus terminated this barony. — /Tide fVeUes,) 



HAUSTED.— (6 Edw. III.) 



* Orig. 10 
Edw. III. Rot. 
18. 



John de Hausted in the 1 Eldw. II. had a grant to himself and the heirs of his body, 
of the manor of Deshangre, and other lands in the connty of Northampton. The I Edw. 
III. he was seneschal of Gascoigne, and the 6, 8, and 9 Edw. III. had summons to par- 
liament, but never after, nor is any further mention made of him by Dugdale, either as 
to any wife or issue. He appears to have died shortly after his last writ of summons.* 



John de Hausted died wiaed of Deahangre, 10 Edw. III. — Steheai, No. 43.^ 

WUiiam, fon and har, Kt.^Amicia, dan. of John Hanatod, to whom hia fiither Ehsabeth, dan^^ter of 



30, et amp, 
Edw. III. 



ob. ante 20 



Btek.2 
Hen, IV. 



gare the manor of Adatock, in oo. John, and slater 
Back8.~CSsiia. B»t. 8 Bdw. 1Z7. heb to William. 



and 



HERBERT DE HERBERT.— ( 1 Edw. IV.) 

William Herbert had the lordship of Ragland in the county of Monmouth, which 
he enjoyed from Maud his grandmother, daughter and heir of Sir John Morley, knight, 
the hereditary owner thereof. The 1 of Edw. IV., he had summons to parliament by 
writ directed to WiUielmo Herberd de Herberd, and afterwards to the 6 of Edw. IV., as 
WUlielmo Dommo Herbert Chiv., or as WiUielmo Herbert Chw. In 1468, he was created 
earl of Pembroke, but the year following, 1469, was beheaded by order of the duke of 
Clarence, and the earl of Warwick ; who, having revolted against king Edward, had taken 
him prisoner in an engagement, where he having the command of the royal army, was 
utterly defeated by the insurgents. He was twice married, first, to Anne daughter of Sir 
Walter, and sister to Walter IVEvereux, baron Ferrers of Chardey, and by her had 
William his eldest son, and other children; his second wife was Maud, daughter and heir 
to Adam ap Howel Graunt, by whom he had Richard Herbert, of Ewyas, ancestor to the 
present earl of Pembroke, and Sir William Herbert, of Troye. 

William Herbert, eldest son by the first wife, succeeded his £etther, but king Edward 
being desirous to have the earldom of Pembroke in his own hands^ got him to make 



%•■ 



% 
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resignation thereof, and in exchange created him earl of Huntingdon. He was first con- 
tracted (as it is said) by king Richard III. to marry his daughter Catherine Flantagenet, 
but dying in her early years, the marriage did not take place, and he wedded one of the 
five sisters and coheirs of Richard Widville, earl Rivers, by whom he had an only daugh- 
ter and heir Elizabeth, who married Sir Charles Somerset, a natural son of Henry Beau- 
fort, the last duke of Somerset of that surname* Not haying any male issue, the earldom 
of Huntingdon became extinct upon his death ; but the barony of Herbert devolved on 
his said daughter Elizabeth, whose husband Sir Charles Somerset was created by patent, 
22 Hen. VII., baron Herbert of Ragland, Chepstow, and Gtower, and afterwards in 1526, 
earl of Worcester. From him is descended the present duke of Beaufort, hAr of the 
before named baronies, and other dignities. 



HERON.— (44 Edw. III.) 

William, grandson of Jordan Hairun, or Heron, who lived in the time of king John, 
married Mary, daughter and heir of Odonel de Ford, of Ford castle, in the county of 
Northumberland, and had issue William his son and heir, who married Christiana, 
daughter and heir of Roger de Notton, and by her had three sons, viz. ; Walter, who 
died vi. pat, leaving a daughter and heiress Emeline, who married John Lord Darcy; 
Roger, second son ; and Odonel, third son. 

William Heron, son and heir of Roger, had summons to parliament the 44 Edw. 
III., but not afterwards, and has no further mention made of him, or of any descendants 
from him. 

HERON.- (17 Ric II.) 

William Heron, grandson of Odonel, before mentioned, had summons to parliament 
from the 17 Ric. II. to the 5 Hen. IV., as Wittielmo Heron Chk^ ; though it is certain 
that he was summoned jure uxorisy as lord Say : for in a charter dated I Hen. lY., to 
which he was a witness, he is styled WUHehno Heron Dombms de Say, SeneschaUus HoepUii 
Regie. If any barony, distinct from that of Say, was created by his personal writ the 17 
Ric. II., and confirmed by those subsequent, such barony terminated on his decease in 
1404, s.p. 

HILTON.— (23 Edw. I.) 

Robert db Hilton, of a very ancient family, whose chief seat was at Hilton Castle in 
the county of Durham, had summons to parliament the 23, 24, and 25 Edw. L, and in 
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the 2Bth also a summDtiM efHib et ormti to Carlisle ; on which occasion he is denominated 
a toriMt ; the earls and barons then ftummoned being all distinguished in the writ by their 
* Dug. Luu respectite ranks.* tie married Margaret^ one of the three daughters^ and eyentually 
'^™'^'^' coheirs of Marmaduke de Thwenge^ a great parliamentary baron^ and had issue two daugh* 
ters tad coheirs, of which Isabel married Walter de I^Mlwardine ; and Maud was wife of 
Sir Johil Hothum, knight 



Robttt de Hiltoiiy anmmoiied to parliaiM&t 23 Edw. I.^^ai^giturety dmghtvr & ooHmr of Mannadnkt de Unrenfe. 

Iiaoel, daughter and coheir.^Walter de PedwardfQ. Mand) danghter and ooheir.'f^ir John Hotiinm. 

RoDerty BODnp Elizabetihy danghter of Issue, from whom descended Sir John Hothnm, 
«;dhdr_J John Kerrepont. knt. c«.l»d . b«u»et by Idng J«»« I. 



Walter, ob. 9 Hen. YI.^Katherine, danghter of Six John Ingleby, of Ripley, in the ooontj of York. 

Roger ,^. . Thomas, Aime.^John Quick- Joan, Kathe-=pNicholas Dene, of Bar- Margaret, mar. Alex- 

erell, ofBoB- s.p. rhie. 
ton, CO. Line. 



T- 1 ■ --I 



toirhft oo.Iiinc.,l8t h. ; ander, son of Matthew 
2nd Dtmd Cedl, s. p. Leeke,of Leeke,c.Iiinc. 



Christopher. Peter. Issue numerous. James Dene.^ 

]>ied minora, s.p. ( " ■ — ■ 

1. Sir Richard Bosom, ob. 16 Hen. yiII.^^niomaBine.^2. William Vernon. 

I I I II I 

Anne, m. 1st Hen- Mary, m. Mar-^Richard Alice, m. Slisabeth, m. Sir Rich- Joaae, only danghter, 



ry Babington; 2nd John garet. 

mods Moore. Wordey. 



dopton. George ard Paynel, of Booth- 2nd wife to Henry Sa- 
Poole. by, fai co. linc^ TiUe of I^pooate, co. 

1 'Va.V 



I I —1 York. 

Mary, married ^Hlliam Cordall, Flrancis. George, 

master of the rolls. living anno 1562 . 



ALEXANDER HILTON.— (6 Edw. IIL) 

Alexander de Hilton is presumed to be of the dame family as Robert, but certainly 
not his son> as set forth in the printed laboured pedigree of the Hiltcm family* He had 
summons to paiiiament the 6, 7> ^s ai^d 9 Edw. IIL, but never after, of whom further, 
or of his descendants, Dugdale doee not take any notice* But in the parliament rdULs 

t Vol. ilL, p. the 1 Hen. IV.f among the nobles and great men then present, Le baron de HUioH is 
mentioiied ; yet in the writ of summons of that year, no such name is contained therein. 

t Vol. iil., p. In the said parliament ndls, in another part,| is recited M&M*r William banm de HUUm. 

' * * It is to be observed that the Hiltons from a long period back (tradition takes them 

to the time of king Athdstan) possessed Hilton castle, and were titular barons thereof, 

as holding it of the Palatinate of the bishoprick of Durham, so similarly styled as the 

barons of Chester were who held under the Palatinate of Hugh Lupus, earl of Chester. 

This Alexander is said to have married Maud, daughter and coheir of Richard 
de Emeldon (widow of Richard Acton) and to have had a daughter Elizabeth who 
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married Roger Widdrington^ ancestor to the lords Widdrington^ of whom, on the death 
of the last lord in 177^^ 8.p., his nephew Thomas Eyre of Hassop, son of his sister Mary, 
was his heir ; but he dying s.p., the inheritance passed to the late Charles Townley, esq., in 
right of his grandmother Mary Widdrington, who was aunt of the last lord and of the 
said Mary Eyre; and by his death, immarried, in 1807, his only sister Cecilia became 
his heir, who married, first, Charles Strickland, esq. ; and secondly, his cousin Jarrard 
Strickland, esq. 

In the printed pedigree of this family, which is very fully given in Hutdiinson^s 
History of Durham, it is to be remarked that this Alexander de Hilton is stated to have 
had summons to parliament in the year before mentioned, and to have died the 42 
Edw. III. that he married Alianor, daughter of William, and sister and coheir of Sir 
William Felton, of Felton, in the county of Northumberland, knight, and had issue 
Robert, who died in his lifetime, leaving a son William set. eleven, the 42 Edw. III., 
heir to his grandfather ; which William had issue a son William, who died 26th May, 
1435, 13 Hen. YI. : of these two Williams it is probable the father is the person alluded 
to in the rolls of parliament before cited. 

In this pedigree not any notice is made of Robert Hilton, of Swine, who married 
Matilda, one of the daughters and coheiresses of Roger de Lascelles, of Escrick.* But * vide 
the whole deduction is confined to the male line of the Hiltons from Alexander, living 
the 19 Hen. II., apparently for the purpose of showing the descent of Sir Wastel Brisco, 
bart., and Hylton JollyiBPe, esq., (now Sir Hylton) from Alexander the baron, and exhi- 
biting a colourable pretension for claim to that barony. 



liBMeDes. 



HOESE.— (22 Edw. I.) 

Matthew, son of Henry Hoese, of Herting, in the county of Sussex, had issue Henry, 
who married Joan, daughter of Aiard Fleming, niece to John Maunael piovost of Be- 
verley,t who upon the death of the said Matthew, ctrc. 39 Hen. IIL, gave six hundred f Dug. Bv. 
marks for the wardship of Henry his son and heir, with the custody of his lands, he ^*' ^' 
being tlien in minority ; which 

Henry was afterwards one of those in arms against the king, 49 Hen. IIL He died 
the 18 Edw. L,t being tiien seised of divers manors in the county of Kent, and of Hert- |j^' ^^^ 
ing, in the county of Sussex, leaving Henry his son and heir ®t. twenty-four, who doing 36. 
his homage the same year, had Hv^ry of his lands;§ which Id^l.^*. 5^ 

Henry Hoese the 22 Edw. I. had summons to parliament, though the place of meet- 
ing was not nsmed in the writ, but whidi afborwards was assembled at Westminster, || II ^t. Pari, 
and from that time had summons to aU the parliaments of that reign to the 6 Edw. IIL, 
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when he died, leaving Henry his son and heir, aged thirty, and Isabel his wife surviving^ 
who had dowry in Herting^ and in other manors in several counties ; which 

Henry had summons to parliament from the 1 1 to the 23 Edw. III., about which 
time he died, leaving Henry his grandson (son of Matthew his eldest son, who died vi. 
pat) his next heir, then six years of age, and Catherine his second wife surviving ; which 
Ri^L ^27^ Henry, the 7 Ric II., doing his homage, had livery df his lands ;* but was never sum- 
moned to parliament; and by reason thereof, Dugdale closes all further account of this 
line of the Hoese, or Huse, or Hussey family. 

Henry Hoese, ob. 6 Edw. Ill.^Iaabel survived, and had dower in Herting, &c. 

1 =T=Heiir7 ob. 23 Edw. III.=2. Katherine survived. 

Mark ob.^Margaret 1. Elizabeth d6=Henry of Herting ob.=T=2. Ankaret, ob. IS Ric, Rich- Eliza- 

vl. pat. Verdon. Bobnn. 7 Ric. II. i II. — Bsek. 22. ard. betfa. 



» 

» _ I . _ _ . __ r 



n. pat. I Verdon. Bobnn. 7 Ric. II. i II.- 



Heiirjy set. 6, anno 23 Edw. III. Henry, set. 22, apnd mort. pat., ob. 10 Hen. IV. — Esch, n. 17.=rMargaret 

; I i ' 

I Henry ; settled lands on Nicholas his brother, s. p. Nicholas, heir to his brother Henry, ob. 10 Edw. rV.=j=. . . . 

! 1, Sir Henry LoYel,=PCon8tance,=2. Sir Roger Katherine, set. 10, married Sir 

{ ob. 16 Hen. VII. j et. 12. Lewknor. Reginald Bray, s. p. 

■ ' 

[ Elizabetii, married 1st, John, son of John Bray, brother to Sir Reginald ; Agnes, married John 

2nd, Anthony, brother to Andrew lord Windsor. Empson. 



HOESE, OR HUSE, op BEECHW0RTH.--.(22 Edw. III.) 

Roger, son of John Hoese, or Huse, of the same family, as supposed by Dugdale, with 
the one before mentioned, was of Beechworth, in the county of Surrey, which with other 
considerable lands, he acquired as cousin and heir of John de Berewyk, who died temp. 
tEsch.6Edw. Edw. Il.f In the 22 and 23 Edw. III. he had summons U> parliament, but never after, 
II., No. 43. jiQj. i^y q{ }|j3 descendants. He died 35 Edw. III., leaving by Margery his wife, widow 
1 Esch 35 ^' Herbert St. Quintin, j: John his son and heir, set. forty, of whom no further mention 
Edw. III., No. is made by Sir WiUiam Dugdale. This 

John Hoese appears to have been married, as in Esch. 44 Edw. III., No. 33^ notice 
is made of John Husee and Isabel his wife, as to the manor of Burton Sacy ; and in 
Originalia, 48 Edw. III., No. 34, is recited John, son of John Husee, Burton Sacy, in the 
county of Southampton. 

Collins, in his peerage account of the earl of Portsmouth's family, states that John 
Husee left a daughter Alice, who married Richard Wallop, ancestor thereof ; but Vincent 
asserts she is called daughter of Roger; yet whether daughter of Roger or of John, 
would still vest whatever right of barony there might be in the descending heir or heirs 
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from Richard Wallop. In Hutchins's History of the County of Dorset* may be found * Vol. l. p. 152 
many records cited, which are variant to each other. 



HOLLAND.— (8 Edw. IL) 

Robert de Holland, or Holand, from the humble origin of a poor knight^ and 
secretary to Thomas Plantagenet, earl of Lancaster, became of such importance as to be 
summoned to parliament among the nobles of the realm from the 8 to the 14 Edw. IL ; 
but in the year following, on the insurrection of the said earl of Lancaster, made more 
against the Gavestones than the king, he failed the noble earl (his benefactor) in his 
promises of assistance, whereby he incurred the hatred of the people ; and being taken 
afterwards in a wood near Henley park, he was without trial beheaded. He married 
Maud, one of the daughters and coheirs of Alan baron 2k)uche, of Ashby, and by her had 
four sons, viz., Robert, his successor ; Thomas, who became earl of Kent; Alan and Otho, 
who died s.p. 

Robert Holland, the eldest son, had summons the 16, and afterwards from the 37 to 
the 46 Edw. IIL, and died the year following, 1373, leaving Maud his granddaughter 
and heir, viz. ; daughter of Robert Holland his eldest son, who died yi. pat ; which 
Maud married Sir John Lovel, and carried the barony of Holland into that family, 
wherein it so remained till the attainder of Francis viscount Lovel, when the same, with 
all his other honours became forfeited to the crown ; which otherwise would have fallen 
into abeyance between his sisters, of whom Joane, or Jane, married Sir Bryan Stapleton ; 
and Fridiswide, Sir Edward Norris, knightt The first now represented by the lately f Vide Lovel. 
acknowledged lord Beaumont ; and the other by the present earl of Abingdon. 



HOLLAND.— (27 Edw. III.) 

Thomas Holland^ second son of Robert the first baron Holland, before mentioned, 
had summons to parliament from the 27 to the 31 Edw. III. inclusive. Having married 
Joane, heiress to her father Edmund, and her brothers Edmund and John, earls of 
Kent, he in her right assumed that title, and was thereby summoned to parliament the 
34 Edw. III., but to no other subsequent parliaments, as deceasing the same year. 

Thomas, his eldest son, became his successor, and the 9 Rich. IL, his mother Joane 
being then dead, he had a special livery of the lands of her inheritance. He was half 
brother by his mother to king Richard 1 1., and by that title, viz., Carissimo Fratri Regis 
TAoma Com^ Kanc.^ had summons to parliament the 6 Ric. IL, and to other subsequent 



1 
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parliaments of tiie same reign. He died the 20 Ric. II. His wife was Alioe^ daughter 
of Richard, earl of Arundel, by which lady he had two sons, Tliomas and Edmond, suc- 
cessively earls of Kent; and two other sons, John and Richard, who both died s.p. ; also 
six daughters, whereof Eleanor married, first, Roger Mortimer, earl of March, secondly, 
Edward Cherleton de Powys ; Maigaret married, first, John Beaufort, marquess of Dor- 
set, and next, Thomas, duke of Clarence ; Joane was wife, first, of Edward, duke of York, 
secondly, of William lord Willoughby, thirdly, of Henry lord Scroope, and fourthly, of Sir 
Henry de Bromflete ; another Eleanor wedded Thomas, earl of Salisbury ; Elizabeth 
married Sir John Neville knight; and Bridget was a nun at Berking. 

Thomas Holland, the eldest son, was upon the death of his &ther summoned to 
parliament the 21 Ric. II., as earl of Kent; but having been created duke of Surrey, he 
was in the next parliament of the same year summoned, vis : ^^ Charisrimo Con$a$igmMeo 
mno Thomm Dud Surr^.^' But this honour was of short duration ; for Henry, duke of 
Lancaster having sdsed the crown, he, with the earl of Salisbury and other nobles, took 
arms to restore king Richard, in which attempt he and the confederate lords were sud- 
denly surprised and overpowered at Cirencester, and were seised and beheaded by the 
townsmen ; and in the parliament holden the next year he was attainted and his lands 
forfeited. Not having any issue his dukedom of Surrey became extinct 

Edward Holland, his brother and heir,|who was then in minority, had afterwards 
gveat favour shown him, and had a special livery of divers castles, manors, &c, which 
devolved upon him under some old entail theretofore made by his ancestors ; and further- 
more had summons to parliament as earl of Kent the 7 Hen. IV., as also in the following 
year : but shortly after then, circ 9 or 10 Hen. lY., died without leaving any legitimate 
issue, whereby the earldom of Kent became extinct; and the barony of Holland, if not 
affected by the attainder of the duke of Surrey, fell into abeyance between his six sisters, 
or their representatives, whose marriages have been before mentioned. 



HOTHUM OR HOTHAM.— (8 Edw. I.) 

John^ the son of Peter de Hothum, brother to John, bishop of Ely, who was also 
twice Lord Chancellor, had summons to a parliament convened to meet at York, the 8 
Edw. II., but in that writ it is observed that the names of the justices, and others of the 
king's council were intermixed with the earls and barons, and in a writ of the same year 
* Bugd. Lifts for a parliament to meet at Westminster ; * his name is then recited among the jusfioes 
of Sunim. j^j others of the king's council, so also in the 9 and 11 Edw. II., but after, his name 
is not included in any other writs of summons. 
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From this statement there is not anything to warrant his being considered to have 
been a baron by virtue of the aforesaid writs of summons. He had issue a son John^ 
who had two daughters, viz., Alice and Catherine ; whereof, the former is said to have 
married, first Hugh Despenser, and to have had a son Hugh who died s.p., and a daugh- 
ter Anne who married Edward Boteler, who died s. p., 10 Hen. IV. Her second hus- 
band was John Trussel, by whom she had a son Sir John Trussel, knight, who died s. p. 
Thus, by failure of issue surviving from John so stmimoned, the 8 Edw. IL, Ekfanund 
Skeme, descended from Peter next brother to the same John, was upon claim to certain 
lands in the county of Warwick, the 38 Hen. VL, found to be heir to John Hothum 
bishop of Ely, and chancellor of England. 

There was a John Hothum who married Maud, one of the daughters and coheirs of 
Robert de Hilton,* who, by the printed baronetages of the Hothum family is represented * VideHaton. 
to have descended from Thomas Hothum, another brother of the said John, and nephew 
to the bishop of Ely ; which Thomas must have been a younger brother, or the issue 
from Peter could not have made good the claim preferred as heir to the bishop. 



HOWARD.— (49 Hen. VL, and 9 and 10 Edw. IV.) 

The rise of this distinguished family, now holding the highest rank among the nobility 
of the kingdom, and embracing in its name as members of it, so many titles in the peer- 
age of the realm, owes its first origin to the fortuitous circumstance of an illustrious mar- 
riage made by Sir Robert Howard with Margaret, eldest daughter (as called by Collins) 
and coheir* of Thomas de Mowbray, duke of Norfolk, by Elizabeth his wife, daughter 
and coheir of Richard Fitz Alan, earl of Arundel, and cousin and coheir of John, the 
last Mowbray duke of Norfolk. 

Sir John Howard, only son and heir of Sir Robert, by this fortunate alliance, was 
first raised to the dignity of a baron, by writ of summons to parliament, the 49 Hen. VI., 
(or rather the 9 and 10 Edw. IV.,) addressed, ^' Johanni Howard de Howard, MUiti/' 
and from thence to the 22 Edw. IV.; after when, in 1483, he was created duke of Nor- 
folk, by king Richard III., to whom, much to his honour, he steadfastly adhered, and 
with him was slain at the battle of Bosworth. The barony of Howard, by the subsequent 
advancement to a higher dignity, became merged in the dukedom of Norfolk, and so 
continued, though with divers alternate forfeitures, and restorations, till the death of 
Edward the 11th duke, in 1777^ s.p., when it, with other baronies, fell into abeyance 
between the two daughters and coheirs of his brother lord Philip Howard ; of which, the 

* Isabel the other daughter and coheir married the lord Berkeley.— ^FiiJe Berkekp.J 
VOL. I. I i 
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eldest married the lord Stourton^ and the youngest the lord Petre; whose representatives, 
* Vide Mow- the present barons Stourton, and Petre^ are the coheirs in the said abeyance.* 
"^' It may be observed that the origin of the family of Howard is of itself involved in 

great ambiguity of descent, notwithstanding the illustrious lineage attributed to it by 
Collins, and various other genealogical writers, and the ingenuity of flattering heralds. 
Sir William Dugdale with much candour assumes only to deduce it from Sir William 
Howard, a judge in the court of the Common Pleas, temp. Edw. I., and he confesses his 
inability to go further back ; but by a MS. in the possession of the author, under the 
attestation of Sir William, that learned baronagian regrets he had not seen the record 
from whence it is copied, before he had published his celebrated work. He says, that 
from the evidences therein cited, he is perfectly well satisfied that the pristine name was 
Howard^ and the judge descended of the family of that name in Lancashire : indeed, on 
t Dug. Luts referring to the writs of summons f by which William the judge was in that capacity 
of Svmiii. called to parliament, the name is written Hawardy and not Howard. In the 21 of Edw. 
X Dug. On- I., by the name of William Howard^ he was one of the justices of assize % for the counties 
*^*°^' ^' of Lancaster, Nottingham, and Derby : but, in the 25 Edw. I., being made one of the 

§ Ibid, p. 32. justices of the King's Bench, his name is thus noted,§ viz : WiW Howard admissus ^ sa- 
cramentwn prestUit, II Oct.; and by the name of Howard had his summons to parlia- 
ment in that year ; yet in all the subsequent years he is called Haward. 

From this it would seem that Haward and Howard were synonymously used as 
applying to the same person ; but it nevertheless divests the Howard family of its far- 
famed genealogical descent from the Norman earls of Passy, and leaves Sir John Howard 
to be thefounder of his own nobility, far later than many others of inferior rank in point 
of dignity; with reference to whom he might say, as Ajax retorted to Ulysses : 

" Nam genus, et proavM, et qme non fecimva iptl, 
" Vix ea noitra voco/' 



HOWARD DE WALDEN.— (39 Emz.) 

This title, now extinct in the Howard name, first commenced in the person of Thomas 
Howard, eldest son of Thomas fourth duke of Norfolk, by his second wife Margaret, 
daughter and heiress of Thomas lord Audley, of Walden, who had been so created in 
1538, with remainder to his issue male; for want, whereof, the title upon his decease 
in 1544 became extinct: which 

Thomas Howard had summons to parliament the 39 Eliz., the writ being addressed 
to him, viz : ^^Thoma Howard de Walden Chevalier :'' th^ like summons he also had the 



BARONIA ANGLIGA CONCENTRATA. 259 

43 Eliz. ; but after then he was advanced to the title of earl of Suffolk^ the 1 James I., and 
by that title had summons to parliament the same year, though it is not mentioned in 
the Lords Journals when he took his seat either as lord Howard de Walden, or as earl 
of Suffolk. He died in 1626, and was succeeded by his eldest son, 

Theophilus Howard, second baron, and earl of Suffolk, who in his father's lifetime 
had been called by writ to parliament, by the description of ^^ TkeqphUus Howard de 
Walden Chhf primogenito Thief Comitiss Si^;^^ but it does not appear that he took his 
seat at this time, the journals* first noticing his name viz: '^ Tlieophilus lord Howard * Jouni. 
of Walden introduced, being summoned by writ, 9 Feb., 1609.'^ By Dugdale's Lists he 
is stated to have been again summoned the 7^ 8, 12, 18, 19, and 21 Jac. I., and 1 Car. 
I. ; after when he became earl of Suffolk. He died in 1640, having had issue by Eliza- 
beth his wife, daughter and coheir of George lord Hume, of Berwick, (earl of Dunbar in 
Scotland) several sons ; whereof James the eldest succeeded his father ; which 

James, third lord Howard, and earl of Suffolk, by Susan his first wife, daughter of 
Henry Rich, earl of Holland, had an only daughter Essex Howard, who married Edward 
lord Griffin ; and by Barbara his second wife, daughter of Sir Edward Villiers, had also 
an only daughter Elizabeth, who married Sir Thomas Felton, of Playford, in the county 
of Suffolk. Dying in 1688, without issue male, the earldom of Suffolk devolved upon his 
brother George Howard, and the barony of Walden fell into abeyance between his two 
daughters before mentioned ; and so remained till upon the claim of Sir John Griffin 
Whitwell, who had taken the name of Griffin, descended from lady Essex Howard, the 
eldest coheir before mentioned, the abeyance was determined by the king, in his favour, 
and he accordingly had summons to parliament as lord Howard of Walden, and took his 
seat in the House of Lords the 9th of August I784.tf Deceasing in 1797^ without issue, f Ibid, 
and all the issue of lady Essex Howard being extinct ; the barony then devolved upon 
the heir representative of the lady Elizabeth Howard, who married Sir Thomas Felton, 
viz: Charles Augustus Ellis, son and heir of Elizabeth Catherine Caroline, wife of Charles 
Rose Ellis, esq., daughter and heir of John Augustus Hervey, who died in the lifetime of 
his father Frederick, fourth earl of Bristol ; son of John lord Hervey, who died in the 
lifetime of his father John Hervey, first earl of Bristol, who married Elizabeth, sole daugh- 
ter and heir of Sir Thomas Felton, by Elizabeth his wife, second daughter and coheir of 
James third baron Howard, of Walden, and earl of Suffolk. 

» Tliere aeenu some doabt as to the creation of this barony by writ in tiie person of lord Thomas Howard, the 
39 Q. Eliz. The Lords Journals do not shew that he ever took his seat as lord Howard de Walden, the first men- 
tion therein of soch a title being that of Theophilus his son, after his father had been created earl of Suffolk ; from 
which circumstance it may be inferred, that the barony was incorporated in the patent of the earldom of Suffolk, limit- 
ed to issue male. — Vide iomt miere$tinff remarkg retpecHng tki» 9u6j9ct m the Sydney paper s^ vol, Hi and m a 
mote tJi BoKMe Dormant ondBtrtmet Baronage, vol, ft., p, 278. 
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HOWARD OF WALDEN. 



1. Mary, second of the three sisters and^^Thomas Howard, summoned to parliamentr^. Elizabeth, daughter and 



coheirs to Thomas lord Dacre of Grilles- 39 Elizabeth, created Earl of Suffolk the 1 
land, s. p. James I., ob. 1626. 



coheir of Sir Henry Knevet, 
of Charlton, knight. 



llieophilus, 2nd baron & earl of Suffolk, ob. 1640.=^Elizabeth, d. 6t c. of Geo. lord Hume of Berwick. Other issue. 
1. Susan, daughter of Henry Ricliard,^Jaines, third baron and=T>2. Elizabeth, daughter of Sir Other issue. 



Earl of Holland. 



,-j^aines, tl 
I Earl, ob. 



1688. 



I Edward Villiers. 
1. 



Essex, only d. & eldest oob.^Bdward lord Qrifin, ob. 1710. Elizabeth, youngest d. ft coh.^Sir Thomas Felton. 
James lord Griffin, s. & h.sjsAnne, d. & h. of Ric. Rainsford. Elizabeth, sole d. & h.=pJohn Herrey, 1st earl of Bristol. 

I ' ■ I r 1 I ' 1 

£dward,=7=Mary, dau. of James, AnnenrWilliam Whit- Elizabeth, mar. Ist John lord?. . . . 



3rd lord 

Griffin, 

ob.ir42. 



r 



Anthony Wd- 
den, of Well, 
In com. Line. 



Giif- well, of Oun- Henry Nevil, s. p., Henrey, 
fin. die, CO. North- 2nd John, earl of obiit viti 
ampton. Esq, Portsmoulli, s. p. patris. 

( 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 —J 

Matthew, thrice mar. Sir John Griffin Whitwell, Elizabeth, ob. unmar. 1776. Mary, m. Wm. Parker, 

ob. 8. p. , 1 798. took the name of Griffin by Anne, mar. Count Welderen, D. D. , Rector of St. 



s. p. 
Richard, 
s. p. 

T 



Esisez, 

child, William, drowned in act of Pari., anno 1749, Dutch EuToy, obiit 1796, James', ob. 1799, s.p. 

died 1731. sum. as Lord Howard de s. p. s., having had a son & Sophia, twin with Mary 

unmar. George, died unmar- Walden, 3 August, 1784, dau. who both ob. in£uits. bom 20 July, 1728, 

1738. ried 1750. died 5 May, 1797, s. p. Sophia, died an infimt. died June 1729. 



Geo. Will., 2nd earl, ob. 1775, s.p. Augustus John, 3rd earl, ob. 1779, s.p.. Frederick, 4th earl, ob. 1803.- 



1 ' 

William Frederick, fifth earl, and heir male in 
succession to the earldom of Bristol. 



John Augustus lord Herrer, 
ob. yi. pat., 1796.-1 

Elizabeth Catherine Caroline, daur. and heir, ob. at Nice, 21=jp=Charles Rose Ellis, 
Jan., 1803, ttt. 29 ; bur. at Esher, eo. Sorr. | esq., mar. 1798. 



l=jP=Charles R< 
I esq., mar. 



Charles Augustus Ellis, a minor at the time of claim, which was allowed in 1807. 



HUNGERPORD.— (14 Hen. VL) 



Walter Hungerford^ of a very eminent &mily and ancient descent, was first sum- 
moned to parliament the 14 Hen. YI.^ and from thence to the 27 of the same reign ; 
about which time he died. By Catherine his first wife^ who was one of the daughters 
and coheirs (with Ahanor her sister^ wife of William Talbot,) of Thomas Peverell, by 
Margaret his wife, daughter of Thomas Courteney, by Muriel his wife, one of the daugh- 

« Tide Moels. ters and coheirs of John lord Moels,* he had issue three sons, viz. : Walter who died yi. 
pat., s.p. ; Robert his successor, and Edmund who married Margaret, daughter and co- 

t YideBumeii heir of Edward, son and heir apparent of Hugh lord Bumell,t but died vi. pat, and by 
her was ancestor to the Hungerfords of Down Ampney, in the county of Wilts. 

Robert, eldest surviving son of Walter, was the second baron Hungerford. In the 
17 Hen. YI., upon the death of AUanor Talbot, his mother's sister, he was found to be 
her heir, and thereupon had livery of her inheritanee ; acquiring by her death s.p., one 



BARONIA ANGLIC A CONCENTRATA. 261 

moiety, and a coheirship in the barony of Moels« He had summons to paiiiaxnent from 
the 29 to the 33 Hen. VL, and deceased the 37^ (1459,) leaving by Mai^aret his wife^ 
sole daughter and heir of William lord Botreaux,* Robert his son and heir, which * ^^^^ 

Robert, third lord Hmigerford, having married Alianor, daughter and heir of WiUiam 
lord Molines,t had in his father's lifetime, summons to parliament from the 23 to the 31 f VideMoline. 
Hen, VI., as ^'Roberto Hungerfordj MiUii Domino de Moleyntf^ but he does not appear 
to have been ever summoned afiter his father's death as lord Hungerford. Being on the 
part of king Henry, at the battle of Towton, he was attainted in the parliament of the 1 
Edw. TV.: after this, still adhering to the Lancastrian side, he was taken prisoner on 
their defeat at the battle of Hexham, and being conveyed to Newcastle, was beheaded, 
(1463). By the said Alianor Molines, his wife^ he had issue three sons, Thomas, Walter, 
and Leonard : of these, 

Thomas Hungerford, his son and heir, for a time supported king Ekiward ; but after- 
wards endeavouring the restoration of king Henry, he was seised, tried at Salisbury, 
condemned as a traitor^ and beheaded. His wife was Anne, daughter of Henry earl of 
Northumberland, by whom he had a sole daughter and heir^ Mary, who married Edward, 
son and heir apparent of William, then lord Hastings : which Edward, notwithstanding 
the attainders of his wife's father and grandfather were not reversed, obtained so much 
favour from king Edward, that he was summoned to parliament the 22 Eldw. IV.> as 
^^ Edwardo Ha9ting9 de Hungerfordy Chw.f^ and again by the same description the 1 Ric. 
XXL; but in the 1 Hen. VXX., those attainders were reversed, and he continued to be 
summoned by the same style. His son George was created earl of Huntingdon ; when 
the baronies of Hungerford, Molines, and Botreaux became merged therein, as under 
Hastings has been before noticed,^ and are now vested in the present marquess of X Vide 
Hastings. "*"" 



HUNGERFORD OF HAYTESBURY.— (28 Hbn. VXXX.) 

Walter Hungerford, son of Sir Edward, and grandson of Walter, next brother to 
Thomas, beheaded at Salisbury, and heir male of Walter the first lord Hungerford, was 
summoned to parliament the 28 Hen. VXXX.^ as ^^ Walter Hungerford de Haytesbury Odv.^' 
and took his seat the 8th of June, the same year; but in the 31 Hen. VXXX., he was 
attainted in parliament, and the following year suffered death on Tower Hill. The crimes 
laid to his charge seem to have been of a trifling nature, rather preferred to get posses- 
sion of his great estate, than for the seriousness of their offence; imless that of the prac- 
tice of an unnatural crime be considered, of which he was accused^ and which led to the 
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judgment given against him : thus his barony became forfeited.^ By Susanna Danvers^ 
his first wife^ he had issue Walter his son, hereafter mentioned, and three daughters, 
whereof Susan married first, Michael Emly, whose heir or coheir general was the late 
Mrs. Earle Drax Grosvenor ; secondly, John Moring ; and thirdly, Su* Crew Reynolds ; 
Lucy the second daughter, married first. Sir John St. John, and secondly. Sir Anthony 
Hungerford, of Black Bourton, in the county of Oxford, second son of Sir Anthony 
Hungerford, of Down Ampney ; and Jane the third daughter, married Sir John Kerne, knt. 
The said lord Hungerford, by Alicia Sandys his second wife, had issue Sir Edward Hun- 
gerford, who was twice married, but died in 1608, s.p.; also two daughters, viz.: Mary, 
who married first, Thomas Baker, and secondly, Thomas Shaa; Anne, the other daughter, 
59-60 "' ^^ ^^^^ unmarried. He is said by Leland* to have had a third wife, Elizabeth, daughter of 
t P. iiet te- John lord Hussey: but Sir Richard Colt Hoare, in his Hungerfordiana,t names her 
Isabel, and does not give any issue firom her. 

Walter, only son and heir of the attainted lord, was restored, not in queen Mary's 
t Rot, 32. reign, but in the 34 and 35 Hen. Vni.zJ the act, however, is a mere restoration in 
blood, specially excepting the title, and the castles, manors, &c., of this great inheritance: 
as such, without a reversal of the attsdnder, no baronial claim can be maintained by his 
descendant heirs general. This Walter was first married to Anne Basset, but had not 
any issue by her; his second wife was Anne Dormer, by whom he had a son Edmond, 
who died s.p. : whereby, upon his own death, his sisters, or their representatives became 
his coheirs. 



HUNTERCOMBE.— (45 Hen. III., and 23 Edw. I.) 

William de Huntercombe, married Isabel, one of the daughters and coheirs of 
Docm^T]^" Robert de Muschamp,§ called by Matthew Paris, a man of great note in the North, where 
Baron., y. i., he held in capite per baroniamy and was summoned as a baron to the parliament called to 
II ClaiiB. Rot. meet in London by writ, the 45 Hen. III.|| 

m.SyiiiDono. Walter de Huntercombe, his son and heir, had summons to parliament firom the 23 

Edw. I. to the 4 Edw. 11.^ In the parliament at Lincoln the 29 Edw. I., he is mentioned 
by the name of WaUerua de Huntercombe, as one of those barons who subscribed their 

» Hie parltame&t was assembled 28 April, 31 Hen Villi and afterwards by prorogation continaed to the 20 April, 
32 Hen. Till, and after by other prorogations to the 24 July, when the attainder was made. (Rot, Pari, in theSolk 
Ckn^L) The great CromweU, earl of Essex, was tried at the same time, found guilty and beheaded ; but it is remarked 
that he was not allowed to make any defence, and the legality of the conTiction of these two peers is yery much 
questioned. 

^ Although there is not any writ of summons upon record, yet it appears from the Rolls of Parliament that he 
was present therein, the 18 Edw. I., when an aid was gnmted for tbe'mairiage of the king's eldest daughter. 
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names, and affixed their seals to the memorable letter then written to the pope. He 
died circ. 6 Edw. II., when his barony under his writs of summons became extinct, and 
Nicholas Newbaud, son of Ounnora his sister, by Richard de Newbaud, became his ne- 
phew and heir. Yet, it would seem there was as good a right derivable from the writ 
of the 45 Hen. HI. to his nephew, as any pretended to be claimed by the descendants of 
those who were summoned to the parliament called by the rebel barons the 49 Hen. III. 
This Walter married Alice, one of the daughters and coheirs of Hugh de Bolebec, a 
great feudal baron in the county of Northumberland ; but not haying any issue by her 
it appears that the king took the homage of Thomas de Lancaster, cousin and next heir 
of Alice, who was the wife of Walter de Huntercombe, deceased, as to those lands which 
the said Walter, by the law of England, held of the inheritance of his wife, in the county 
of Northumberland.* ♦ orig. 7 Ed. 

Il.f Roto 6.f 
Northmnb. 



HUNTINGFIELD.— (45 Hbn. III. and 22 Edw. I.) 

William de Huntingfibld, in the time of king John, was one of the twenty-five 
barons appointed to enforce the observance of Magna Charta, which shows the eminent 
degree of rank and importance in which he then was esteemed.* 

Roger de Huntingfield, his son and heir, died the 41 Hen. III.,t leaving Joane, his f EMdi.Rot.29 
wife, one of the daughters and coheirs of William de Hobrugg, and William his son and 
heir surviving, which 

William de Huntingfield was one of those who as a baron had summons to that 
parliament which the king called to meet in London the 45 Hen. IIL:^ He died the 11 ^ C]ai».m. 3, 
Edw. I., and was succeeded by his son 

Roger de Huntingfield, who had summons to parliament the 22 and 25 Edw. I. 
Though not summoned to the parliament at Lincoln the 29 Edw. I.,§ he was one of $ Dngd. liitt 
those nobles who had his seal appended to the famous letter then written to the pope, °^* 
on which occasion he is designated Bogertta de Huntingfelde Dominua de Bradenham. He 

* Sir HarriB Nicolas, in his Peerage Synopsis, makes a note that Dngdale did not consider this family to obtain 
baronial rank until the summons of the 25 £dw. I. : bnt, from the drcomstance of having been one of the twenty- 
five barons appointed to enforce the obserranoe of Magna Charta, it was pretty evident it should be considered as 
possessed of that dignity. Taking this observation to be correct, it follows that the descendants of the said William 
were to be similarly considered, and that their baronial rank was founded on tenure, but was not acquired by creation 
by writ; their right of summons^to parliament being incident to their tenure, as confirmed by Magna Charta. Any 
summons, however, which might be directed to them after the alienation, or divisional dismemberment of their 
baronial lands, would be creative of a personal descendable banmy. 
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* Each. 31 died circ 30 Edw. I., leaving Joice,**^ daughter of John de Engaine, and WilKatn his 

Ed. I., no. 31. J 1 . 1 . 1 

son and heir^ Trhich 

. William de Huntingfield does not appear to have ever been summoned to parlia- 

t Each. no. 47 ment. He died the 7 Edw. Il.^t leaving Roger his son and heir^ then in minority, and 
SybiUa his wife surviving, who remarried William le Latimer. 

Roger de Huntingfield never had summons to parliament, and deceased the 1 1 Edw. 
III., leaving issue, according to Dugdale, by Cecilie his wife, daughter of Sir Walter de 
Norwich, knight, 

William de Huntingfield his son and heir, then under eight years of age, who, the 
25 Edw. III., making proof of his majority, had livery of the lands of his inheritance, 
and had summons to parliament from the 25 Edw. III. to the 49, inclusive, and died the 
year following, leaving, says Dugdale, Alice the widow of Sir John Norwich, his kins- 

t Vol.ii.p.l36 woman and next heir; but Morant, in his History of Essex, asserts| that he left two 
daughters his coheirs, viz. : Alice, wife of Sir John Norwich ; and Mariona, who married 
first, John de Huntingfield, and secondly, Stephen le Scrope. 

On considering these two contradictory statements, that of Morant inclines most 
to be correct ; with the exception only, that it was the William summoned to parliament 
from the 25 to the 34 Edw. III., who left these daughters, and not William whose name 
appears from the 44 to the 49 Edw. III., and who is rather indicated, from the inspection 
of the succession of the writs of summons, to have been son and heir of John de Hunt- 

§ Dngd. Lists ingficld, by Mariona before mentioned ; for thus Dugdale recites the several writs, § viz.: 
WiUiam de Huntingfield, from the 25 to the 34 Edw. III. ; John de Huntingfield, from 
the 36 to the 43 Edw. III. ; William de Huntingfield, from the 44 to the 49 Edw. III. 

II Voi.ii.p.i8 i^ Blomfield's Norfolk, continued by the Rev. Charles Parkin,l| he states that Wil- 

liam, son and heir of Roger, son of William de Huntingfield, died the 7 Edw. IL, and 
in the 13 of that king, Walter de Norwich, a baron of the exchequer owed JC18 for the 
farm of the custody of the third part of the manor of Huntingfield in Suffolk, late Wil- 
liam Huntingfield's, which Sibilla his widow held in dower, after whose death it was in 
the king's hands by the minority of Roger his son and heir. 

In the 3 Edw. III., Roger de Huntingfield and Alianor his wife were found to hold 
of queen Isabel, as of the honour of Eye, half a fee in Barton, and Roger was their son 
and heir as appears by the Escheat Rolls ; and the- 17 of that king, Richard de Keleshull, 
who had married the said Alianor, ccmveyed by fine to Thomas de Sj^wardeby and Eliz- 
abeth his wife, the moiety of divers lairds, to be enjoyed after the death of Alianor, 
widow of Roger de Huntingfield, by Richard de Keleshull for life, remainder to Tliomas 
and Elizabeth Sywardeby and their heirs ; the said Elizabeth being probably sister and 
heir to Roger. 



1 

i 
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JOHN DB HUNTIN6FIEUX— (S6 Edw. III.) 

John inb IIitntinofibld had swnmona to ptarliament from the M to the 4S Sdw« III.^ 
but wboi he was, hov deaoemded ov eomieeted with thebraneh before nattced, Dagdafe 
does not nolaee, nor giye any aecount q£ him ; nor does Sir Harria Nioolaa in his Peerage 
8]^opaia attempt to eaqplain. 

The foUowing pedigree may in aome reapeot show hia descent, though it does not 
the connection with the other femily. 

Walter de Himtfaigiidd, of Hnnthigllddi in eom. Kanciiey 42 Hen. 111.=?= 

Ftoter, Sheriff of Kent, 11 Bdw. l.-^fBtek. 1 Bdw. U., No. 12.>y 

I ' 



Walter, temp. Edw. II., had charter for market and fittr.—- fC^kor^ Rot 11 Bdw. ILj No, 23 J7 

John rammoned to parliament 36 £dw. lU.^ 

Xribiam. oh. a.p.a., 60 Edw. III.sF. ..... 

John, oh. Ti. pat., s.p. 

Aliee wife of Norwich, and Joan wife of Gopledkke, eousint and han.-^Fide PkOpofs Kent, p. MS.> 
TboBMa Mn aBdhdr of JohadeHnntiflfStHL-^jEMb. 45 JKiie. ///., JTo. 9$.J 



HU8SET OF SLEPOKD.— (21 Hen. VIII.) 

John, son of Sir William Hussey, chief-jastioe of the King's Bench, temp. Hen. VIL, 
first entered the parliament chamber as a baron the 21 Hen. VIII. : his name does not 
appear in the writs of smnmons of that year, fiom which it may be inferred that it was 
not till after the session had commenced that he was called thereto. In the next parlia- 
ment, convened the 25 Hen. VIII., his name is written in the writs, Johanni Hussey (de 
Sbfbrd) Chweiier; so also in the 28 Hen. VIII. But shortly after engaging in that in- 
surrection on aecomit of religion which then broke out, he was attainted of high treason, 
his manor of Sleford, witli other lands to the value of five thousand pounds per annum 
confiscated, and he himself beheaded at Lincoln anno 1587 * thus his barony became 
forfeited. His children were however afterwards restored in pariiament the 5 queen 
EKiabeth ; but neidier his estates nor the title were granted to his heirs. He was twice 
married ; first, to Margaret, daughter and heir of Simon Blount, of Mangotsfield, and 
relict of Sir John Barrs, of Barrs Court, in the county of Gloucester, by whom he had 
Sir William Hussey, of Beauvale, who by Ursula his wife, daughter and coheir of Sir 
Robert LoveU, left issue (at his death 19th January, 1555-6) two daughters his coheirs, 
viz : NeUa, ®t. forty-one, who married Richard Disney, of Norton Disney, in the county 
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of Lincoln ; and Anne, set. forty, who married Francis Columbell, of Darley, in tfie 
756^"^ ^65*6 ^^^*y ^^ Derby.* The second wife of lord Hussey was Anne, daughter of Oeorge, earl 
of Kent, by which lady he had Sir GKles Hussey, of Caythorpe, in the county of Lincoln, 
and other issue. Dugdale in his Baronage makes this lady his fiT8twife,but in this he was 
evidently wrong, as lord Hussey's grandchildren, throu^ Maigaret Blount, were older 
than his eldest daughter by lady Anne Grey. The heirs representative of Disney and 
Columbell would be coheirs to the barony were it not for the attainder. Sir William 
Hilary is presumed the heir of the Disney line. 



INGE.— (8 Edw. IL) 

William Inge was appointed king's sergeant the 21 Edw. L, and the 8 Edw. II. had 
summons to parliament; but in that year, the justices and others of the king's council 

t Dugd. Liito were intermixed in the same writ with the earis and barons,t so that it cannot be con- 
sidered that he was thereby ennobled with a barony descendable to his issue. He was 
afterwards summoned only as other of the king's council and justices were. 

In the 9 Edw. II. he was made a justice of the Common Pleas, and in the 11 Edw. 

t Chronica IL chief-justice of the King's Bench,:^ ^^^ never was again summoned among the barons 
of the realm. 

He married Margery, one of the daughters and coheirs of Henry Grapenell, and died 

§ Ewh. 15 circ. 1321,§ leaving female issue, of which Joan, a daughter, married Eudo, son and heir 
apparent to William lord Zouche, of Haryngsworth, who died in the lifetime of his father. 



INGHAM.— (2 Edw. III.) 

John db Ingham, of Ingham, in the county of Norfolk, married Albreda, one of the 
II Hari. Mss. daughters and coheirs of Walter (or William ||) Waleran, a great feudal baron, and was 
foL w. ^**^ according to Dugdale,f grandfiather of 
«| Baron. toI. John de Ingham, who, the 26 Edw. I., had summons to Cariisle, equis et armis, 

being in the writ styled a baron, the earls and barons being therein distinguished by their 



** Dug. UatB respective ranks.^ He died the 2 Edw. II., leaving Margery his wife surviving, and 
Oliver his son and heir let. twenty-three, which 

Oliver de Ingham became a person of great note, and in the 2 Edw. III. had sum- 
mons to parliament ; also in the 4th to another parliament at Winchester, and the same 
year to a great council to be holden at Oseney, as likewise to one to be holden at 
Nottingham. 
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In the 16 Edw. III. he was again summoned with the earls and barons to agreat 
council to be holden at Westminster, shortly after which he died, die. 18 Edw. III.,'*' * Orig. is 

S^w TIT Silt 

never having been again summoned, leaving Joane, the wife of Roger le Strange, of 2. ' ' 
Enokyn, his youngest daughter, then living, net. twenty-six ; and Mary, the daughter of 
John Curzon, (by Elizabeth his eldest daughter, deceased) then nine years of age, his 
next heir ;^ which Joane afterwards became the wife of Milo de Stapleton. Elizabeth, 
the wife of the said Oliver de Ingham, still surviving, had dowry in certain lands in the 
counties of Norfolk, Sussex, and Wilts. 

Sir IIOm stapleton.^ 

J ' ' 

Sir GillMrt.^Agnef, danghter and oohdr of Bryan Fitx Alan, lord of Bedale. 

Sir MUcB Stapleton, K.O.t t«nip«^oatte, daii|^t«r and ooheir of OfiTor Ingham, and 
Bdw. III., ob. 88 Sdw. III. J widow Kd &&r Roger le Strange of Knocl^, s.p. 

Joan, wife of Sir Sir Milea, of Bedale andJj^fiia, daughter of Sir Edmvnd Uflbrd, brother of Robert earl of 
John FlajB. Ingham, ob. 6 Hen. V. I SviTolk, by Eva his wife, daughter of Sir John Pierpoint. * 

Edmund, ob. 1417. Sir Brian Stapl0ton.-pCecilia,d. of William lord Bardolf. Ela, m. Sir Robert Brewi, of SaUe. 

2. CaOierfaie, dangjiter of SiiqsSir B^lea Sta-a=I. EMaabeth, dan. Brian, 2nd|Mn, mar. Anne, married Thomaa 
Thomaa De la Pole, remarried ] pleton, of Ing- of Sir Simon Fal- Isabel, named in his Heath, Esq., of Hen- 
to Sir Richard Haroourt I ham, ob. 1466. brig, 8.p. father's wilL grave, 00. Suffolk. 

1. Bliaabetli,*^=ar William 2. Sir JohoMpJoan, dau. ^\. Chzistopher, son of Sir Richard 
d. and coheir. I Calthorpe. Hudkston. I and coheir. I HaroourtybyEditiihislstwab. 

1 ' ■ 1 

1. Elisabeth, dau. of Sii^sShr Frandi^Elisabeth, dan. of John Hud- Issue. 
John Wyndham, s.p. Caltfaorp. I Ralph Bemej, Esq. leston. 

wmiam Calthorp.a=11iomastoe, daughter of Sir Thomes lyndale, of Hockwold. 

• OntbedMthorair Wimun Oatthorpk shtUtidd to hat« mMni«d Sir John Fortosoao, chioiJosUoo of the Court of Kinf*! 
B«noh,whowithhorresidsditIiighuB. On his dMth, iho was tfiia nnmid to Bb Sdword Hownd, Lord High AdadxaL 

The following inscriptions, on several gravestones in the chancel of the church at 
Ingham, support the accuracy of the Stapleton pedigree. 

Under an arch on the north side lie the effigies of Sir Oliver Ingham In complete 
armour, also twenty-four mourners about his monument and the sides of it : 

** Mounsier Oliver de Ingham gist icy, et Dame Elizabeth sa oompagne que luy 
Dieux de les almes eit mercy/^ 

On the pavement (tf the chancel a portraiture of a knight in complete armour, and 
his lady on the right hand in brass : round the gravestone : 

'' Pries pour les almes Monseur MUes de Stapleton et Dame Johanne sa femme, 
fille de Monseur Olvier de Ing^iam, fondeurs de oeste mayson, que Dieu de leur almes 
eit pitee. 

' He had a son John de In^iam, who died m his liMme, the 12 Edw. III., s. p. 
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On aaodier graveione^ tbe portiitaves in bnun t)f • knight in armour^ with his lady 
and thiB epitaph : 

'^ Icy gisfc Monsenr Miles de 8tq>letoii fib al Fcmndeur de oeste Mason^ et Dame 
Ela sa oompagne, &a'' 

On another^ a knight and his lady, with this inscription : 

'^ Hie jacet Dns Brianus Stapletonfil Dni Milonis Stapleton filii Fundatoris qui ob. 

29 Die mensis Augusti anno qnadringentesimo • . .'. et Dna Cecilia filia Dni 

Bardolf uxor ejusd Dni Briani que ob* 29 die Septembris anno Dni 1452 quo]^ aiab^ 
, ppitietur Deus/' 

On a like stone, t^e p<MrtraitaT68 of a knight and his tlvo wives : 
^^ Orate p aia Dni Milonis Stapleton militis filii Dni Briani Stiq[>leton filii I^ Mi- 
lonis Stapleton, filii Dni Milonis Stapleton mit Fundatoris ecciie hujus qui ob* 1 Die 
Octob anno Dni 1466 et p aiab Dne Catherine filie Dni Thorns Pole fit Micfaaelis 
nup comitis Suffolk, et Eliz filie Dni Simonis Felbrigg mii consortium pri mi p missi 
DSi Milonis/* 

On a gravestone with the pourtraiture of a lady in brass: 

^^ Icy gist Jone, jadis femme a Mounseur John Plays, fille a Mounseur Miles de 
Stapleton que amourout le second jour de Septemb/* 

On another, a lady in brass, the epitaph re-added with the arms of Ufford, which 
purports to be for Elat the daughter of Sir £dmund Ufford. 

Also on another stone : 

^^ Hie jacet venerabilis Edmund Stapleton anniger quonda camerarius serenissimi 
principis Jolls Ducis Norf et filius Milonis Stapleton, fit Fundator hujus Domus, qui 
ob. 1462 et Dna Matilda consors ejus, uxor quondam Hugonis Fastolf mil que ob 
anno 1435.'* 

The priory of Ingham was founded by Sir Miles Stapleton and the lady Joan his 
wife, daughter and coheir of Sir Oliver de Ingham, in die 34 Edw. III. : the firiars to 
pray for the souls of king Edw. III., Sir Miles Stapleton and the lady Joan, the founders. 
Sir Brian Stapleton and the lady Alice his wife. Sir Miles Stapleton de Haihesy in York- 
shire, John de Boys, and Roger de Boys his brother, Mr. Laur de Thomhill, Clerk, Wil- 
liam de Hemelesey and ^Catherine his wife, and Repaid de Eccles, then living ; and for 
Hie souls of Sir Gilbert de Stapleton and the lady Agnes, father and mother of Sir Miles 
the founder. Sir Oliver de Ingham and the lady Elizabeth, Sir Nicholas Stapleton and 
f the lady Catherine Boys, deceased. 
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Thig lengthy aoeoont of the Stapletons of Ingham has been so (uUy gi^^^ inasmuch 
Dugdale in his Baronage has much oonfiised and ttisrepresented them ^ which on 
erence to that work will be readily pero^ived. 



KERDESTON,— (6 Edw. III.) 

William, son of Roger de Kerdeston, married Margaret,*^ daughter and coheir of Gil- 
bert de Gaunt, lord of Folkingham, in the county of Lincoln, who died the 3 Edw. I., 
and sister and coheir of Gilbert de Graunt, who died circ. 26 Edw. I., s.p. 

Roger de Eerdeston, son and heir of William, was summoned to parliament from 
the 6 to the 10 Edw. III., and dying the foUowing year,^ was succeeded by his son 

William de Kerdeston, who had summons from his father's death, (11 Edw. III.,) 
to the 34 Edw. III.,^ and died the year following; but none of his posterity were after 
summoned, arising most probably from the questionable right as to who was his next 
legal heir ; for on this there was a great controversy between John de Burghersh, found 
by one inquisition to be his cousin and heir, and William de Kerdeston, found by ano- 
ther inquisition to be his son and heir, who, making his appeal to the Court of Chancery, 
obtained the inheritance.* * Vide Rot. 

In Morant's Essexf it is stated, and partly confirmed by a MS. ped. in CoU. Ar- iii.,m.8,pui 
morum, that William the baron was twice married ; and by Margaret Bacon, his first ^y^^ ^^ 
wife, had issue two daughters, viz. : Maud, who married John de Burghersh, and had a i^- 
son John, who d]ring the 19 Ric. II«, left two daughters his coheirs; whereof, Margaret 
married first Sir John Grenville, and secondly John Arundel; and Maud, the other daugh- 
ter, wedded Thomas, son of Geoffirey Chaucer, the poet, by whom she had a daughter 
Alices who was thrice afiarried. Margaret, the other daughter ot William de KerdestoA 
and Margaret Bacon, married William Tendring ; whose son William left two dai^h- 
ters, coheirs ; of which, Alice was wife of Sir John Howard, and Elizabeth was the wife 
of Simon f^inoham. 

The second wife of William the baron was Alice, or Blanch Norwich, (called his 
concubine), by whom he had the controverted son William, as before mentioned. This 

' dbe died in 1S21, and wn biuM at ^Lugley, in Norfolk, vit : Anno Dom. 1321, obi&t Margareta, quondam 
uxor domini WUlielmi filii Rogeri de Kerdeitoli, MiHlia, et jaoet in BocMa Abbatitt ImffHeyf «itfe Altee Cmia 
jnxta Dominiim Thomam de Kerdeaton Archidiaconum Norf., ex parte Aqnilonari, qui Thomaa ob. 1220. 

*> Anno Domini 1337 obiit Dominns Rogerua de Kerdeston miles, et sepelitar in EoclesiA Abbatie de Langeley, 
jnxta matrem snam ex parte anstrali. 

« In the writ of smnmoni ctf the II Zdw. III., in a pamithesis, Is noted " Vaeat quia rHtHutwykit, $i oHH 
in oiaquio reffii.'* 
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William de Kerdeston, so acknowledged to be lawfully bom^ by Cecilia de Brews, 
his wife, had issue Sir Leonard Kerdeston, whose son* Sir Thomas, died 20 July, 1446 ; 
having had issue by ElizabeUi his wife, a daughter and heir Elisabeth, who married Sir 
Terry Robsart, and had issue by him a daughter Lucy, who married Edward Walpole, 
and two sons, William and John ; which John Robsart, by Elisabeth, daughter of John 
Scot, of Camberwell, in the county of Surrey, had an only daughter and heir Anne, who 
was first wife to the celebrated Robert Dudley, earl of Leicester, the great favorite of 
queen Elisabeth, and had the misfortune to break her neck by a fall down stairs, not 
accidentally, but wilfully caused, as generally supposed by the contrivance of the earl, her 
very infamous husband. 

Sir Harris Nicolas, in his Synopsis, says, ^'the barony of Eerdeston, on the failure 
of the issue of William de Kerdeston, the reputed son of the last baron, feU into abey- 
ance between his half sisters, or their descendants, and is presumed to be now vested 
in their representatives,^' wWch would be on the part of Mai^aret Kerdeston, who mar- 
ried John Arundel, the coheirs of Richard Arundel Bealing. But the issue of the said 
William de Kerdeston did not fail as herein before mentioned, his grandson Thomas 
leaving a daughter and heiress Elisabeth, who married Sir Terry Robsart, whose daugh- 
ter, and eventually sole heiress, Lucy, married Edward Walpole, esq. ; firom whom de- 
scended Sir Robert Walpole, first earl of Orford, in whose heirs general the right of the 
barony of Kerdeston may be considered now vested. 

It has been stated that Maud Kerdeston married John de Burgher$h; but in the 
visitation of the county of Cambridge, by Henry St. George^ anno 1619, the name is 
called Borough, and not Burgher$Ay vis : 

Roger do Kerdeitoa.^ 

1. Uugm^ danghter of Edwird Btocm, of Norwich.ySir WOliuii de Keid8itoa.sBliacli Norwicb, his ooneubiiie. 
Maud, daughter and oohdr.npJohn Borough. Margaret, dao^ter and ooheir.«BSir Williaon Teodiiiig. 



.1 I 



Sir Jomi Borough, of Borough Grcen.=TpKatiwwrine, daughter of Sir John Engajne. 



John. VnUiam. Jane, m. Sir Wm-AitinataU. Margaret, m. Zouche. Mand^Sj^nuM. Chaaoer. Alice. 

Alice married William De la Pok, Duke of Sdfolk. 

But in another statement in the same Visitation, in the pedigree of his own £unily, 
St. Qeorge gives the issue of John Borough, as under : — 



Sir John Boron^.^Katherine Bngayne 



Maigaiet, married Sir John, Joane, married Sir Jane, married BUsabeth, married Sir 
Zouche. 8.p. ^iniliam Aaheall. — * Haaelden. John Inglethorpe. 
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2. Alice, or Bbnch^WiUiam, son and heir of Roger de Kerdetton; nt^l. Margaret, daiu 
Norwich. J 30, apud mort pat. ; ob. 35 Edw. III. I of Edmuid Bacon. 

WUiiam, eon and har.^Boi. Pai. 44 Bdw. /Zr.,=FCecaia Ma uA, wifb of John Margaret, wife of Wm. 

m. 8, p. 3. Ob. eirc. 3 Rie, II. \ Brews. de Bnrghenh. Tendring. 



Sir Leonard Kerdeston, lord of Clazton, 9 Rie. II. Ob. drc. 3 Hen. IV.=p danghter of , 

Sir Thomas Kerdeston, ob. July 1446, 25 Hea. VI.Sj4BUsabeth» dan^ter of 

I • ' 

Elisabeth, danghter and heir.^a6ir Terry Robaart* 

William, s. p. John Robsart.spElisabeth Soot. Lncy Robsart^rB^tward Walpole, esq. 

Anne, daughter and heir, mar. Robt. Dudley, earl of Leicester, s.p. A quo Sr Robert Walpole, earl of Oxford. 



KIRKETON OR KERKETON.— (37 Edw. III.) 

John db Kirketon^ or Kerketon^ in that part of Lincolnshire called Holland^ the 16 
Edw. III. being possessed of the manors of Tatshall and Tumby^ in that county^ made a 
feoffment thereof to Adam de Welles and others, to stand seised of the same to the use 
of himself, and Isabel his wife,* and to the heirs of their two bodies, with divers remain- * "^^ Bach. 

43 Bdw III 

ders; and having had summons to parliament the 36 and 37 Edw. III., died the 41 of part l.n. W, 
the same Teign,t leaving, according to Dagdale, Sir John Tudenham, knight, Richard de tEsdi.No.38. 
Lina, John de Tllney, and William de Sutton, rector of the church of Whitwell, his 
next heirs. 

But, among the Dodsworth MSS., at Oxford, there is a pedigree which differs much 
from this statement, if the John therein mentioned be the same who had summons to 
parliament the 36 and 37 Edw. III. 

Jidu de Kirketon, sommoned to parliament.^ 

I 
Edmnnd de Kirketon.^ 



r 

Olivia, sole daughter and heir .^WUiiam Sally, or Sawl^, of — ^— ^- ooonty of York. 
Robert SaUy, aUtu Sawley.npBlisabeth, daof^ter and heir of — Saxton, of Saxton, county of York. 

WilUam SaUy, of Sazton.^El]sabeth, daughter of Sir 

Olivia, sole daughter and heir.^WOliam Hnngate, of Bomby, ooonty of York. 
William Hnngate, of Bomby, and Saxton, (Will proved 1547.) 



THOMAS KIRKETON.— (16 Edw. III.) 

Thomas db Kirkston had smnmons to a great oouncU to be holden at Westminster^ 
the 16 Edw. IIL, which though it purports from the words pro airdui$ neffotUs, ifc, M 
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tractatuiUy yet does not appear to have been kar the holding a regular parliament ; but as 
it was afterwards prorogued^ the summons cannot be considerd to have created any 
baronial right. As to who he was5 of what fitmily, whether connected with the preced- 
ing John de Kirketon, or had any wife, or issue, Dugdale is silent; and his name does 
not have notice in any other genealogical author* 
* Vol. i., p. Thoroton, in his History of Nottinghamshire,* indeed mentions a family of the name, 

whereof a Robert de Eirketon, (a place so named in diat county,) by Beatrix his wife, 
had a son Thomas, living the 17 Edw. IIL, who by Margareta his wife, left a daughter 
and heir, who married John de Stockton, (45 Edw. IIL) from whom came Avieia, wife 
of William de Leek, or Leek. This might be the aforesaid Thomas, summoned the 
16 Edw. IIL; and his not being again summoned might arise from his decease, the 17 
Edw. IIL 

There was a Dominus Robertus de Kirketan summoned generally among the barons 
t Dng. Lists And others equis et armis to Newcastle-upon-Tyne, the 24 Edw. L;t and there was a 
t^cSxttJurid. ^S®^ ^^ Kirketon, a Justice of the Common Pleas, the 40 Edw. III.J 

KNOVILL.— (23 Edw. I.) 

Booo DE Knovill had summons to parliament from the 23 to the 34 Edw. I. In the 
parliament at Lincoln the 29 Edw. L, he was one of those barons who subscribed the 
letter to the pope, asserting the supremacy of England over the realm of Scotland, when 
his name was written, ^'Bogo d0 Kmmll, Dandmu de Atbonwnaaierio.*' In the 26 Edw. I. 
he had summons to be at Carlisle, equis et armis ; and it is to be remarked, that in tiiis 
writ, all summoned were denominated by their respective ranks of earls, and barons, in 
which last character he is included. He died, as it is said, the same year as his last writ 
of summons; and not having his name mentioned in the writ of the 35 Edw. I. it leaves 
it to be inferred that he was not summoned from the 23 Edw. I. to the 1 Edw. IL, as 

4 Synopsis, t. Stated by Sir Harris Nicolas ;§ but that the said writ of 1 Edw. IL was to his son Bogo, 
i., p. 357. ^hich 

Bogo, the second of his name, so summoned to parliament the 1 Edw. IL,wa8 also 
II CoroQ. Rot summoned the same year to attend the coronation of that monarch, || but he was not 

1 Edw II 

ever after summoned to parliament. In the 15 Edw. II. he was concerned in the insur- 
rection of the earl of Lancaster, and was taken prisoner with divers others of the nobility 
at Boroughbridge ; but further of him, not any mention is made by Dugdale, or of his 
descendants, in whom, if not forfeited in the person of this Bogo, the barony may pro- 
T Etch. No. bably still remain vested. He, if it be the same Bogo, died the 12 Edw. IIL,1[ leaving 
Bdw/lil. "^^^^ ^ ^^^ ^^ ^^^^> ^@^ twenty-^three ; but neither he nor any of kis descendants ever 
after had summons. 
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KNTVET-— (5 Jambb I.) 

Thomas Enyvet, a younger son of Sir Henry Knyvet by Anne his wife, daughter 
and heir of Sir Christopher Pickering, to whom^ by an heir female of Lascelles, the manor 
of Escrick, in the county of York, had devolved, was summoned to parliament from the 
7 to the 19 James I. as Thoma Knyvet Chw^* The Journals of the House of Lords thus 
making mention of him, viz : ^^ Thomas lord Knyvet, of Escrick^ was introduced, being 
called by writ 4th July, 1607*^ Dyii^g ^thout issue his barony became extinct ; but the 
manor of Escrick descended to Elizabeth his niece, daughter and coheir of Sir Henry 
Knyvet, of Charlton, which Elizabeth married Thomas Howard, earl of Suffolk, whose 
son Sir Edward Howard was created baron Howard, of Escrick, 4 Car. I., which title is 
now extinct. 

KYME.— (23 Edw. I.) 

Philip db Ktme, descended from William de Kyme, so named from a lordship in 
Kesteven, in the county of Lincoln, temp, king Stephen, had summons to parliament 
from the 23 Edw. I. to the 7 Edw. II. In the 26 Edw. L being summoned, equis et ar- 
mis, he is in the writ denominated a baron. In the 29 Edw. I. he was one in tbe parlk^ 
ment at Lincoln who subscribed the fEunous letter to the pope^ being then designated, 
PMlippus Domimts de Kyme. In the 35 Edw. I., he is mentioned in the writ m egeused 
by the king his attendance. In the 1 Edw. II., he had summons to that king^s eorontr 
tion. He died circ. 16 Edw. II., leaving by his wife, daughter of Hugh Bigot, a daugh- 
ter Lucy de Kyme, and a son William, which 

William de Kyme had summons to parliament from the 17 Edw. II. to the 9 Edw. 
III., and died the 12th of the same reign s.p.; whereby his sister Luey, or Lucia, beeam* 
his hekr who married Gilbert de Umfravill, styled earl of Angus, to whom she was first * vide Um- 
wife, as under that title is further stated.'*' frvriJl. 

Si>MmdeK7>i«,AbaT»FliiUppi. 
PhOippus fil' Simon, Atqb FUltppo. 
Simon de Kyme. 



Simon, 8.p. William, 8.p. riiilip.— ( Quo. Warr. 9 Edm. /., IA$u:. 22, 23 J 



LANCASTER.— (25 Edw. I.) 

Roger db Lancaster, bastard brother to William de Lancaster, die last baron of Ken- 
dal, married FhilippB one of the four daughters and coheirs of Hugh de Bokbec, a gieat 
feudal baron in the county of Northumberland ; and dying drc. 19 Edw. I.,t left issue 654. *^' 

VOL. I. L 1 
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John de Lancaster his son and heir, and also two other sons, William and Christopher* 
This John had summons to parliament from the 25 Edw. I. to the 3 Edw. II. In the 
29 Edw. I., at the parliament at Lincoln, being then designated ^^ Johannes de Lancastre 
DonUnus de Grisdale/' he was one of those who affixed their seals to the letter from the 
barons to the pope. Dying s.p. his barony became extinct 

LANCASTER.— (27 Edw. I.) 

Hbnry Plantaoenet, brother to Thomas, earl of Lancaster, son of Edmund, earl of 
Lancaster, second son of king Hen. III., was summoned to parliament the 27 Edw. I., as 
*^ Henrico de Lancastre nepoti Regis i*^ and as ^^ Henrico de Lancastre'^ from that year to 
17 Edw. IL But having been restored to the earldom of Lancaster, which had been 
forfeited by the attainder and decapitation of his elder brother, earl Thomas, in 1321, he 
thence bore the title of earl till his death, in 1345. 

Henry his son and heir had summons to parliament vi. pat., the 9 Edw. Ill, (1335.) 
In 1337 he was created earl of Derby ; and in 1345 succeeded his father in the earl- 
dom of Lancaster, and in 1354 was created duke of Lancaster ; but dying in 1361, without 
issue male the barony fell (as it is termed) into abeyance between his two daughters, where- 
of, Maud was twice married ; but deceased s. p. ; and Blanch married John of Ghent, 
afterwards duke of Lancaster, whose son and heir Henry eventually ascending the throne, 
by the tide of king Hen. IV., the barony with all the other honours merged in the crown. 

LANSLADRON.— (28 Edw. I.) 

Sbblo de Lansladbon, of whom Camden observes that he was summoned to parlia- 
ment when the wise and good were, and their posterity omitted if incapable, or deficient in 
knowledge, had summons to parliament the 28, 30, 32, 33, and 34 Edw. I. He had 
issue Henry, and a daughter Miranda, who married John, the son of Robert de Govely, 
lord of Govely, in the county of Cornwall. 

Henry, son of Serlo de Lansladron, was never summoned to parliament. He had 
a son Sir Odo Lansladron, who never had summons, nor William the son of Sir Odo ; 
which William dying s. p., the posterity of Miranda, his great aunt, became his heirs. 
She had issue Rose de Govely her daughter and heir, who married Sir Otes de Trerise, 
lord of Trerice, near Columb-major, in com. Comub., (living 17 Edw. II.,) and had a 
son Michael de Trerise, (living 15 Edw. III.^) who, by Alice de Flamock, his wife, had 
an only daughter and heir Joane, who married, first. Sir Ralph Arundel, of Kenvel- 
helves; and secondly Sir John Arundel, of Lanheme, knight. But, by her first hus- 
band. Sir Ralph Arundel, she had a son Nicholas Arundel, of Trerice, and Govely, in her 
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right; from which Nicholas descended the barons Arundel of Trerise, a title now consid- 
ered extinct: but this family of Arundel seems^ as the heir general of Lansladron^ to have 
inherited its estates ; and if any barony of Lansladron was created under the writs of 
summons to Serlo de Lansladron, the right thereto would be vested in the heir general 
representative of, and descended from. Sir Ralph Arundel. 

The pedigrees of the Arundels of Wardour and Trerise are very differently given by 
Edmondson and Collins, with great contrariety to each other. 



LASCELLES.— (22 Edw. I.) 

Of this very ancient family in the county of York, the first person summoned to parlia- 
ment was 

Roger de Lascelles, the 22, 23, and 24 Edw. I., but never after, nor any of his 
family, which, in the male line was long continued ; but that from Richard his brother 
terminated in coheirs ; whereof, Margaret, one of them, married James Pickering, of 
Winderwash, in the county of Westmorland ; from whose heiress the manor of Escrick 
was carried by marriage into the family of Knyvet ; of which. Sir Thomas Knyvet was 
summoned to parliament, and took his seat as baron Knyvet, of Escrick, 7 J&c* 1*9 ^ 
herein before mentioned.* ^ TidtKnyrtt 

The said Roger de Lascelles died shortly after his last writ of summons. He mar- 
ried Isabel, daughter and heir of Thomas Fitz Thomas, who survived him ; and died 23 
May, 1326, (16 Edw. II.) By her he.had issue four daughters his coheirs; whereof 

Matilda married first Robert de Hilton, of Swine, in Holdemesse, and had a son 
Robert de Hilton, called son of Matilda, in the Mauley pedigree, who married Con- 
stance, daughter of Peter de Mauley, by Constance his second wife. The said Matilda 
married secondly Sir Robert Tilliol, 28 Edw. I.f t Ex. MS. 

GcMtLmCoB. 

Theophania, 30 Edw. I., wife of Ralph Fitz Randolph. 
Johanna, 30 Edw. 1, first wife of Thomas de Culwen. 

Avicia, marriage covenant dated 10 Edw. I., vixit 30 Edw. I., married Sir Robert 
le Constable, of Halsham, and had a son John de Constable of Halsham. 



LATIMER.— (28 Edw. I.) 

William le Latimer* had summons to parliament from die 28 to the 33 Edw. I., as 
William le Latimer, senior. In the 29 Edw. I. he was one of those who in the parliar 

* The ori^ of tiie name is attribated to Wrenoc, the Mm of Menrie, who held certain laadi by the aemoe of 
being Le Latimer, or Interpreter between the Engliah and the Welch. 
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meat at Iiincolii, smhac nbtJ tibe letter to tke pope, being tikeo designated '^ WUUelmna le 

Latimeft Bomkiui do Corhp!'- He died die aanie year as his hst writ of summons, being 
* YideBanks'i then jointly seised wilih iJic^Us wife, one of the daughters and coheirs of Walter Ledet,* 
Bw. Tol. i. of die one half of Ifhe baiony o£ Waldou, in the county of N<»thampton, as also of the 

moiety of the town, and whole hundred ofi Corby, in tiie said county, of her inheritance. 

To him succeeded 

William le Latimer, then his son and heir^. (John the eldest having died viti patris, 

s.p.) ; which William had summons in the lifetime of his father, and one year before his 

death, viz. 27 Edw. I., and from thence to the S3 Edw. I., as WilUam Laiimery Junior ; 

but after his fether's death, to the 20 Edw. II., as WUUam Latimer only. The 1 Edw. 
t CoHDn. Rot. II. he was one of the barons summoned to the king's coronation.f He was twice mar- 

1 Edw II 

ried, first to Lucie de Thwenge, from whom he was divorced ; and secondly to SibiU, 
widpw of William de Huntingfield ; and died I Edw. III., leaving William his son and 
heir, then twenty-si^ years of age ; which 

William le Latimer, the third of his name, doing his homage, had livery of the 
manor of Danby, and all other, the lands of his inheritance, and had smnmons to parlia- 
ment from the 1 to the 9 Edw. Ill ; when, dying the same year, he left by Elizabeth his 
wife, daughter of the lord Botetourt, William his son and heir, then only six years old, 
and the said Elizabeth surviving. 

William, the fourth of his name, and fourth baron Latimer, had summons to par- 
liament from the 42 Edw. III., to the 3 Ric. II., inclusive, and died the year next en- 
suing (1380) without issue male, but leaving by Elizabeth his wife, daughter of Edmond, 
earl of Arundel, an only daughter and heir Elizabeth ; which 

Elizabeth Latimer became the second wife of John lord Nevill of Raby, &ther of 
Ralph Nevill, the first earl of Westmorland, of his family, and by tihe said John lord 
Nevill had issue a son John, and two daughters, Elizabeth and Margaret, which latter died 
unmarried, and the former became, eventually sole heiress to her brother, and to the 
barony of Latimer created by writ in the persons of William, the first and second barons, 
the 28 and 27 Edw. I. 



JOHN NEVILL LORD LATIMER.— (5 Hen. IV.) 

John Nevill, son and heir of Elizabeth Latimer, by John lord Nevill, of Raby, had 
summons to parliament from the 5 Hen. IV. to the 9 Hen. VI., inclusive, by writ di- 
rected '^'Johanni le LaHmer^'^ and died the same year^ leavng E&izabetb and Margaret 
his.sisters, (be&»e mentioned,) his coheirs^ Of these, Elizabeth^ by the dealih of Mar^- 
garet, unmarried, became the sole heiress of her mother's barony, and married Sir Tho- 
mas WUloughby, knight, whose descendant) Robert lord Willonghhy. de> Broke, her great 



BARONIA ANGLICA CONCBNTKATA. 277 

grandson, claimed * by virtue of this descent, the barony i^isdnst Richard Nevffl, grand- J^J^jP^*' 

son of Geoi^ Nevill, who had been summoned to parliament (as hereafter noticed) as 

baron Latimer, by writ, 10 Hen. VL, the said George Nevfll, being son of Ralph N^vill, 

earl of Westmorland, son of John lord Nevill, by his first ytiie, Maud, daughter of 

Henry lord Percy, and not by his second wife Elizabeth) Latimer; so that the said George 

had not a particle of the Latimer baronial blood in him. The loi^d Broke, h6D7ever, 

fidled in his claim, it being urged against it, that divers lordships aiid lands, i^^hereof 

the said John Nevill, lord Latimer, was seised^ being, tof Want of issue male of his l!K>dy, 

entailed upon Ridph Nevill, earl of Westmorland^ his elder bitother, of tii^ half blood, 

the said Ralph settied them by feofment upon George Nevill> one of his sons, by Joane 

his second wifi^ an iU^timate daughter of John of Glieilt, duke of Lancaster, who 

thereupon had been summoned to partiament as lord liiatimfifr': but, it is here rather a 

singular cinsumstance^ that the said George Latimer did n6t ootne into pos^session of 

these land? till after his writ of summons. The determination against the lohl Willoughby 

de Broke thus pxu*ports that the barony followed the {Possession of thb lands ; yet, upon 

the present doctrine, respecting the descent of baronies by writ, iH ihustf be evident the 

andent barony of Latimer is legally vested in the now lord Wilibugfaby de Broke, as 

the heir general thereto. 

GEORGE NEVILL LORD LATIMER-— (10 Hen. VL) 

Gbobob Nbvill having in manner aforesaid acquired flie lands of Latimer, had sum- 
mong to- parliament by writ addressed *^6targib Latimer Chk^,'\ the 10 Heil. VI^., and ^ Dugd. liitt 
from thence to the 9 Edw. IV. ; whereby a new barony of Latimer was created in him. o'Samm. 
HbuntrriedElittbeth' third daughteir send coheir of Richard Bisaxrchamp ^arl of Warwick, 
and coheir to her mother Eliflabetii, daughter and heir of l%omas lord Berkeley, whereby 
his issue by her became coheirs to that barony. Sir Henry Nevill, his eldest son^ ha^g 
died before him, he was- sticee^ed upon his death, ih 14^9^ (^ Edw. IV.,) by his grand- 
son Richard, wtio wastlien in minority, about two years old;- iHiieh 

Richard'^ Nevill, second lord Latimer of the new O'eation, after his coming of age, 
had siimmoiisr to parliament the 7^ Hj and 12 Hien. VII., and th6 1, 3, 6, 7> 14, and 21 
Hai. VIIL It was this Richaid who- had- the contest witii the lord' Wilhn^hby de 
Broke, tbuching the barony of Hattmer, on which occasion Collins say»,:t '^The lord' ^ pt^LPreoed. 
WiUof%liiy>jr WHS informed by art hertJd, that Sir George Nevill, grandfather to Richard, P- ^^^» * "^^ 
was created lord Latimer by a new tide, and that the lord Broke had made a wrong 
claim, who ought to have claimed his style from William lord Latimer, temp. Edw. I: — 
On this the lord Broke perceiving his errors c^d having a titie of his own, waa contented 
to conclude a mateh between their children ; and' Richard suffered a recovery on certain 
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manors^ and lordships, demanded by, the lord Broke, with which adjustment both parties 
were satisficMi/'* After this he died, the 22 Hen. VIIL, having had by Anne his wife, 
daughter of Humphrey Stafford, of Grafton, a numerous issue, whereof 

John NeviU, his eldest son, was his successor, and the third baron. He had sum- 
mons to parliament the 25, 28, 31, and 33 Hen. VIII., and the next year departed this 
life, leaving by Dorothy his first wife,^ one of the daughters and coheirs of John Vere, 
earl of Oxford, John his son and heir, which 

John Nevill, fourth lord Latimer, was the last of his family. He had summons to 
parliament from the 35 Hen. VIII. to the 23 queen Elizabeth, about which time he de« 
ceased, having had issue by Lucy his wife, daughter of Henry, earl of Worcester, four 
daughters his coheirs, whereof Catherine married Henry Percy, earl of Northumberland ; 
Dorothy was wife of Thomas, eldest son of William Cecil, the famous lord Burleigh ; 
Lucy married Sir William Comwallis ; and Ellizabeth married, first. Sir John Dan- 
vers, by whom she had three sons, and seven daughters, and secondly. Sir Edmund 
Carey, but by hi^ had not any issue. 

Of the sons of Elizabeth, who married Sir Jphn Dan vers. Sir Charles was attainted 

the 43 queen Elizabeth ; Sir Henry was afterwards created earl of Danby, and died 

anno 1643, s.p. ; and Sir John Danvers, the other son, was one of the judges upon king 

Charles I., from whom descended Lewis Villiers, esq. : as such, while any issue remains 

from this Sir John Danvers, there cannot be any interest in the barony of Latimer 

* Sic. in Mod. '^^ted in the duke of Leeds, as descended from Eleanor,^ one of the sisters of the said 
insc. at stow, gir John. 

The heir general of Lucy, who married Sir William Comwallis, is the lord RoUo, of 
Duncrub, a peer of Scotland. 

The Duke of Northumberland is not lord Latimer, as frequently erroneously stated, 
but only a coheir through Catherine, who married Henry, earl of Northumberland. 

Sir John DauTen, of Daantsey^SpElizabeth, daughter and oohdr of John=2. Sir Edmnnd Gary, 3rd aon of Henry 



00. Wilts, knight, ob. 1594. 



Nerill Lord Latimer. Lord Hunadon, a. p. 



I I ' 1 I i I II r— 1 

1. Sir 2. Henry, 3. Sir John,^Elizabeth, grand- 1. An- 2. Lucy, S.^^Hio- 4. Marie, died young 



Charlei, Earl of of Chelsea, 

behead- Danby, ob. 1654-5. 

edieoi, ob. 1644, No iasae by 

8. p. unmar. bis 1st wife.* 



daughter and heir ne, m. mar. Sir Ele- 

of Sir John Daunt- Sir Ar- Henry anor 

sey of Lavington, thur Baynton. 

CO. Wilts. 2 wife. Porter. 



5. Eliaabeth, married 
Walms- Sir Edward Hoby. 
ley, 6. Catherine, mar. & 

Richard Gaigrave. 
7. Dorothy, mar. Sir 
Peter Osbome. 



1 



Charles, Henry, di- Mary, Eli2abeth,=?=Robert Tilliers, second Vi- Ma- 
died in ed in early died in eventually I count Purbeck, took the ry. 

child- manhood, child- heir, obiit name of Danyers, jure uz- Aiuie.=F8Sr Edward 

hood. s. p. hood. 1709. | or., ob. 1675. ) Osborne. 

a • 

* He had a third wife, Oxmce Hewes» and had a eon John, lappoied to have died joang . 

* This compromise by no means extinguishes the right of the lord Willoughby de Broke to the old barony of Latimer. 
^ His second wife was Catherine, tlie daughter of Sir Thomas Fsrr, of Kendal, knt., by whom he had not any 
issue ; and she became afterwards the last wife of Hen. VIII. 
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Margaret, d. & h. Edward ^^pJoan, dau. Frances, m. Sir Ric. Ders- Mary, m. 1st, ETan Thos., Ist 



f- !— T :: -^ — TT 1 — :~T — r n _ ' — zi 

Robert, =rl 
claimed 
to be 3rd 
Yiconnt 
Purbeck, 
ob. 1684. 



ofUUckdeBurgh, ViUiera, 

second earl of St. captain 

Albans, widow of in the 

Charles Lord ann7,ob 

Mnskerry. 1691. 



of William ham, bart. Dayies of Landeny ; Duke of 

Heming, Elizabeth, m Maurice, 2nd, Thomas Vang- Leeds, Vi- 

Esq., of ofPenabout, CO. Denbigh, ban of Regwildy; count La« 

Worces- mar Crowder, 3rd, Sir W. Wogan, timer, &c. 

ter. of Knighton, Esq. knt., sergeant at Law. 



John Yilliers claimed to be Earl of Buckingham aftei^Franoes, wid. of ... . Rev. Geo. Villiers, vicar of=7=Catherine 



the death of George, the last duke, s.p.m, ob. 1723. I Heneage, of co. Line. Chalgroveoo.Oxon,ob.l748 

Two daughters, George Villiers, Edwd. Vil- Catherine =T=Rev. John Lewis, M. A., Mary Villiers 

who died unmar- M.A, ob. 1774, liers, obiit Villiers ob. Dean of Ossory, in Ire- died unmar- 
ried, s. p. coelebs. 1756. I land, ob. 1783. ried. 

VilUers William Lewis, of^Malalda, dau. of John Elizabeth Cathe-^William Surtees Ciissandra, 

Bath, took the name of] 11th lord St. John, of rine,elde8tdaugh- I of Hedley, co. youngest 

Villiers, ob. 1829. I Bletshoe, ob. 1820. ter, ob. 1833. 4.Dur., ob. 1832. daughter. 

, i , 

George William Villiers, an Officer in the Royal=T=Eleanor, dau. of Sir Matilda Louisa Barbara, died 

Horse Guards, blue, ob, 1841. yfjames Nasmith, bart. unmarried, 1808. 



LATIMER OF BRAYBROKE.— (28 Edw. I.) 

John Latimer, brother of William, who married Alice one of the two daughters and 

coheirs of Walter Ledet,* a great baron in Northamptonshire,^ married Christian the l^'^^'Sl'* 

*■ Dorm. & £xt. 

other daughter and coheir, and died the 11 Edw. L, leaving B^nm. yol. i. 

Thomas Latimer, his son and heir, who the 26 Edw. I. had summons to Carlisle, 
eqtds et armiSy and in that writ was designated a baron ; the great men then summoned 
being specially mentioned by their degrees of rank, viz : Comites et Barones, in which 
latter his name was included ;t afterwards he had summons to parliament from the 28 t Dogd. Lists 
to the 34 Edw. I., and in the 1, 2, and 4 Edw. II., to whose coronation, in the character 
of a baron, he was also summoned.:|: In the 29 Edw. I., though summoned to the par- % Conm. Rot. 

1 Rdw II 

liament at Lincoln, he was one of those who did not sign the famous letter then written ' 

to the pope.§ He died circ 8 Edw. II., being then seised among other manors and ^y^' ^^ 

lands, of Wardon, and Braybroke, in the county of Northampton, leaving 

Warine Ladmer, his son and heir, who never had summons to parliament. He 
married Catherine sister of John, father of Roger lord De la Warre, who died the 44 
Edw. III. ;|| and according to Vincent's pedigree of the De la Warre family,^ had by II Vide del* 

Warre. 
f Ibid. 

* Henry Braibroc, or Braybroke married Christtan, daughter and hdr of Wischard Ledet, and by her had two 

sons, riz., Wischard and John, whereof, the former took his mother's name, and was Mtna of the above mentioned 

Walter Ledet ; John, the yoimger son, retained his paternal name of Braibroc ; from whom descended Sir Reginald 

Braibroc, who married Joane de la Pole, and had Joane his daoghter and heir, wife of Thomas Broke, in her right 

lord Cobham. 
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her four sons, John, Warine, Thomas, and Edward, none of whom were ever smnmoned 
to parliament, and all died 8.p.; whereby Elizabeth, their sister, became eventually their 
heir, and married Thomas Griffin. 

Thomas Latimer, rammoned to parliament 28 Edw. l«, ob. drc. 8 Edw. 11.^ 

I 
Warine Latimer, ob. drc. 23 Edw. III. — ^=Catherine De la Warre, sister of John, 

Bwh., No. 43, pan, 2. J father of Roger lord De la Warre. 

John, s.p. Warine, s.p. Thomas, s.p. Edward, s.p. Elisabeth Latimer, sister & heir.^rbomaa Griffin. 

RicWd Griffin.^Anne, daughter of Bichard Chambeilain. 

John Griffin, ob. s.p., 22 Hen VI.* Nicholas Griffin .=T=Margaret, daughter of Sir John Filldngton. 

John, s.p. Nicnolas, ob. 22 Edw. rV.^=Catherine, daughter of Ralph Carson. 

John Griffin.yEmmote, danghter of Sir Bichard Whothill, ob. 13 Hen. VIII. 

Sir Nicholas Griffin.^Anne, daughter of John Tbomburge. 



Sir llioma^pJane, daughter of Edward Griffin, Attorney-General, k quo lord Griffin, title extinct, 
Griffin. I Richard Newton. k qno Sir John Griffin, after lord Howard de Walden. 



Richard Gfariffin, ob. yi. pat.^Elisabeth, daughter and heir of Sir Thomas Bmdentil, of Deane. 

Mary Griffin, daughter and heir.^^Iliomas Markham, of Allerton, in the county of Nottingham. 

Sir Grriffin Markham ,t m. Anne, d. of Peter Roos de Lazton, Arm. George Markham, of Allerton.-! Other issue. 

Issue. 
* Quary.— This John, alder brother to Siduurd, and not ton, to aoeord witiifhe claim noticed in the De la Warre barony. 
Qu«7 alao, whether EliMbeth Latimer should not be Catherimt for the same pozpoie, but Vincent names bet JBUMobeth. 
i He was knighted at Booen, but afterwards banished.— <F«ie Thoroton't ^/'otHngham bff Tkrothif, vol. iit., p, 348.^ 

LEIBURNE.— (27 Edw. I.) 

W1I4I4IAH P£ Lbiburne^ or Letbubn, had summons to parliameat from the 27 Edw. L 

to the 4 Edw. IL, to whose coronation he had also summons to attend.* He was one of 

* Conm. Rot. th^ barons in the parliament at Lincoln, 29 Edw. I., who then subscribed with their 

seals the famous letter from the nobles of England to the pope, his name being then 

written ^' WUlielmm Dgminus de Leybume.^^ He died circ. temp, of his last writ of 

summons, leaving Julian, daughter of his son Thomas,t who deceased in his life time, 

t Vide Orig.6 his next, heir; which Julian married John de Hastings, and had issue Laurence Hast- 

2, i^c.' ^ ^S^^ ^^^ ^^^ ^' Pembroke of his name, whose grandson, John, the third Hastings, 

earl of Pembroke, died s.p., whereby there was a fidlure of issue from this her first 

husband; as there also was from her second husband, Thomas le Blount; and her third, 

William de Clinton, earl of Huntingdon. 

The said Julian Leybume married, secondly, William de Clinton, earl of Hunting- 
X MiUes' Cat. don, who died s.p. By some authorities % she is stated to have married Sir Thomas 
o Hon. Blount, steward of the household to king Edw. 11.^ before Clinton, who was her third 
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husband ; but not leaving any issue continuing through her^ the barony of Leibume 
became extinct. 

JOHN DE LEIBURNE.— (11 Edw. III.) 

John db Leiburne had summons to parliament from the 11 to the 22 Edw. III., 
about which time he died, s.p., and his barony became extinct. Who he was, or whether 
related to, or of the same family as William before mentioned, is not stated, Dugdale 
merely mentioning that his mother was Lucia, sister and next heir to John le Strange, 
of Cheswardine, in Shropshire. 

Among the Cottonian MSS.* there is much mention of this family ; but differing in * OCho E. is. 
various respects from other accounts given in several local topographical histories. In 
the Collectanea Topographica et Genealogica;\ it is stated that Simon Leyboume, who died t Vol.8.p.i78 
2 Edw. II.,t had issue Sir John Leyboume, who held jointly with his father the manor of % E8Gh.iio.24. 
Berewick, in the county of Salop ; and had two sisters, Katherine and Maud ; which 

Katherine, sister and heir of John, married Lucy, simimoned to parliament 25 Edw. I. 

But, as whatever barony this John de Leyboume might have by virtue of his writs of 
summons, terminated with his death, s. p., any attempt to reconcile discordant state- 
ments is not necessary. Sir Harris Nicolas, in his Synopsis, has not thought it 
requisite to take up the subject. 

LISLE, OF THE ISLE OF WIGHT.— (22 Edw. I.) 

Of this name, according to Dugdale, there were several families, one taking that denom- 
ination from the Isle of Ely, (as it is believed,) and the othe^ from the Isle of Wight ; of 
which last mentioned, after several descents, was^ 

John de Insula, or L^Isle, governor of the castie of Carisbrooke, in the Isle of 
Wight, temp. Edw. I. The 22 Edw. I., he had summons to parliament; and the 26 was 
summoned to Carlisle equis et armis ; on which occasion his name is mentioned in the writ 
as a baron^ those summoned being distinguished by their ranks, viz., Camites et Barones. 
The 28 Edw. I. he was summoned to the parliament to meet in London ; and by another 
summons to the parliament to meet at Lincoln ; in which he was one of the barons who 
affixed their seals to the letter written to the pope, being designated ^' Johannes de Lisle 
Dominus de Wodeton/^ His name appears again in the writs of summons of the 30 and 
32 Edw. I.; in which last year he died, leaving John his son and heir,^ and another son, 
Walter de Insula ; which 

» It seems probable tfais family waa derived from Baldwin de RedTerSi Earl of Devon, and Lord of the Ue of 
Wight, for in a MS. pedigree in the College of Arms it is stated that ** Geffery de Insula, son of Jordan de Insnla, 
temp. Hen. I. and Stephen, dedit iemu in puram elemotin' p' t^ia Cfom* Bddwm Devomehrrt." 

b HadUveryofhislandaasJohnsonandheirofJohn,sonoflll^lliamdeInsii]a.---('0^ 
VOL. I. Mm 
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John de Insula had summons to parliament the SS> 34^ and 35 Edw. I. ; and in the 
writs of the 1^ 2, 4, and 5 Edw. II. as ^^Johanm de Insula Vecta;'^ and in the said writ 
of the 5 Edw. Ih, the earls and barons being distinguished by their ranks of Comites et 
Barones, his name is written vfdefr Barones. In the 8 Edw. II. he is again mentioned as 
summoned to parliament as Johanm de Insula, but not InMa Vecta, as in the preceding 
writs; which leaves it to be doubted whether this last writ applied to him^ or to a John 
* ChnnLJiirid de Insukt, a baron of the Exchequer^ who had tiberetofore been summoned among the 
king's justices and council from the 23 Edw. I. to thb same year, the 8 Edw. |II., in 
which the justices and king's counsel are intermixed in the same writ with the earls and 
barons. Howbeit, he never bad writ of summons after this period^ and died s.p., leaving 
Walter his brother and heir. 

How &r the right of barony devolved upon Walter, or became extinct upon the 
death of the last John, must depend upon whether the writs of summons from the 
28 to the 32 Edw. I. applied to himself, or to his father ; if to the latter, then Walter was 
heir thereto : but in the MS. pedigree in Coll. Arm., all the writs from the 28 Edw. I. 
are attributed to the son ; yet as the father was living till the 32 Edw. I., «id the name 
is written John de Insula, without distinction of senior or junior, they bear rather to be- 
k>ng truly to him, as the first baron ; and the writs from the 32, to John his son, as the 
second baron. 

John de Iii8iila» baron ob. 32 Edw. I.=p 

John de Insula, D'na de Wodeton, Walter de Inanla, D'na de Wodeton,^Margsreta 

ob. 31 Edw. III. 8.p.* brother and heir. j 

Walter, D'ns de Wodeton.^Florence 



. ■MoHMaaaAB^ . __ 



Bartholomew de Insula, D'ns de^Elisabeth 
Wodeton, s.p. 



William de Iniula, D'ns dePi=. 
Wodeton, firet. et bur. I 



WUliam de Insula de Wodeton, anno 43 Edw. III.^. 



T 

Sir John de Insula, or lisle, knt., D'ns de Wodeton.^Ma(|[aret, daughter of JohnBremshotyOf Bremshot, co. Hants. 

George lisle, whose Sir John lisle, vel de Insula, ^Anne, dau^ter and heir of John 

issue long continued. knt., D'ns de Wodeton. I Botreux, esq., brother of Lord Botreuz. 

Sir Nicholas lisle, of ^Elizabeth, daughter Alice, uxor Agnes, uxor Jolm Fhittpot, 

Wodiiton, knt. | df &ger8. Kogers. of Compton. 

Sir John lisle, of s= Joan, daughter of John Courteney, £leanoi<npJohn Kiogeston, of Kingeston, 

Wod0ton,kBt.s.p., BarlofDMk. lisle. county of Berks. 



T 



Mary, sister and heir, also heir general of the lisles of Wodeton, mar- John Kingeston, Nicholas Kingeston, 
ried Sir Thomas lisle, presumed descended from George lisle, brother son and heir, brother and 1^, 82 

to Sir John, who married Anne Botreauz, ob. s.p., 20 Hen. VIILf ob. s.p. Hen. VIII., ob. s.p. 

• Tblt]Mdifi«e»tekn fnmaM8.anGdl.Ann.,ana8«att»tlieBditorb7the laUSirWfl^^ not to be much t» 

be relied ii])on. If thk Jobn, •uamoned m uid from the 88 Edw. L, did not die till the 81 Edw. Ill,, he must have been an aged man. 

-I- If this Mary died the 20 Hen. Fill., she could not be heir to Nicholas her brother, who died the 22 Hen, VIII., for he was heir 
to her. There is some ertor in the dates. 



• 
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LISLE OF RUGEMONT.— (5 Edw. II.) 

Robert db Lisle/ of Rugemont, in the county of Bedford, had summons to parliament 
the 5 Edw. 11., by the designation of Robert de Insula, and in the writ he is named 
among those styled b&rones, the earls and barons being then specially mentioned by their 
degrees of rank, viz : ComUes ei Barones.* From this period to the 16 Edw. III., his * Dug. Listi 
name appears in a regular series of summonses ; but it seems that before his death he ^""^ 
entered into the habit of religion.^ He settled certain manors in the county of Cam- 
bridge upon Alice, the daughter of Robert de Lisle, Elizabeth Peverell, and Richard 
Bayeaux, for life, with renudnder to John,* the son of Robert de Lisle and his heirs ; 
after when he died, the 16 Edw. III., leavingf t Dog. Bar., 

John de Lisle his son and heir, twenty-four years of age at the time of taking the ^^ ^'* ^' 
inquisition :% which John became highly distinguished for his valour and military % Ewh. 16 
achievements in the warlike reign of Edw. III., and by that king was made one of the ^^' ' ^' 
Knight's Companions of the order of the Garter on its first foundation* Dugdale ob- 
serves§ that it is said by some, that after the battle of Crescy, the king created two % Bar.,Tol,i., 
baronSy viz : Alan Zouche and John L'Isle. But if the writs of summons of his father, ^' 
for upwards of thirty years in regular succession, can be deemed to have conferred an 
inheritable barony by writ, then the said John was a baron without this alleged creation, 
for which no record of patent or charter is cited ; all that can be assumed firom it 
seems to be that it was a confirmation of his previous rights, for afterwards he had sum- 
mons to parliament from the 24 to the 28 Edw, III.,'' and died circ. 29 or 30 Edw. III., 
leaving 

Robert de Lisle his son and heir, who had summons in the 31 and 34 Edw. III., 
but not afterwards, by reason whereof Dugdale says he need not pursue the account of 
them any farther ; yet, if the family acquired any barony by the writs of summons to 
Robert, temp. Edw. 11. and III., or from the alleged creation of John by Edw. III., it 
must be presiuned an inheritable dignity was vested in his posterity which still remained, 
as the following pedigrees will show. 



» TliiB IS the £unily wbidi is rappoeed to hsre talna iti lume from the ide of Ely, and which held very oon- 
siderable lands in Cambridgeshire, where the male line long oontinued. 

^ The Register recites, vis : Robert lord Lisle, who became a Fryar, died 4th January, 1343, and was bnried 
in the Grey Vriars, London, lunring entered into the holy brotherhood after the death of his wife. In the same 
Register is entered among the burials, JM'$ Robert de LjfUJUH et hmrtf P*fi^ Jfmii which rather indicates that 
Robert, the Fryar, had a son Robert who died in his lifetime, leaving a son John socoessor to his grandfiither ; and 
this seems to be inferrable fSrom the settlemsnt above alluded to, wherein Robert, the Fryar, limits the remainder in 
his Cambridgeshire manors to /oAii, mm i^ Robert de lAeie, 

e His name appears only in the writs of the 24, 25, 26, and 28 Edw. III., as Jokn de huula de Rubeo Memie. 
It is again similarly mentioned in the writ of ibe 31 Edw. III., bat that is considered an error for Robert. In Dng- 
dals's Index to his Lists of SuiBons, the name of this John is totally omitted. 
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LISLB. — ^D01»8W0B.THy YoL. v.f p. 21. 
A]icui de Coiircy.=?=Wariiie Fitz*Gerald. 
Heiury Fits-Gerald.^ 



Alicia Fitz-Gerald.— l^Vnet 12 JSdw. /7.=T=Robert de Infola. 

I * 



Robert de IiuralB.^Albreda 

Warine de IdsoIa, ob. 3 Edw. 11.^ 



Robert de Insula, of age the 3 Edw. II., yiveiiB 10 Edw. III.^ 

1 1 • 

Robert de lurala, ob. 14 Edw. III. John de Insula, ob. 29 Edw. III.=f=Matada 



T 



Robert de Insula.— £»eA. 38 Bdw. 111,^ No. 19. Elizabeth married ^^Uliam de Aldeburgh 

LISLE OF RUGEMONT.— B. B. in Coll. Arm. 553. 
Robert de Lisle of Rogemont, in the county of Bedford.^Rose, sister to John de Wahnl. 

Robert of Rogemont, Rampton, Wilbiirham,^Alice, < 
Cottenham, £q., &c. | son of 



Robert of Rogemont, Rampton, Wilbnrham,^Alice, dan. of Robert or Henry, the second 

~ Warine Fitz-Gerald. 



Warine of Rogemont.^Alioe, daughter and heir of Fnlke de Breant. 
r 



Warine of Kingston^Alioe, sister and heir to Robert* of Rogemont, Camelton, Hare-^Margaret, dan. of 
Lisle, 00. Berks. | Henry Tyes, of Chilton. wood, Wilborham, &c., 7 Edw. II. ) Peverel. 

Gerard.=pElizabeth dao. of John le other John of Rogemont, Harewood,=pMatilda, dao. 
I Strange qf Blackmere. sons. &c., K. G., 28 Edw. HI. I of 

Warine, soi^Margaret, danghter and heir of Thomas Robert of Rogemont, and^. . . . William of Ca- 

of Gerard. ( Pipard, (Dugdale says William Fipard.) Harewood, 32 Edw. III. I .. . . melton, s.p.t 

Gerard, ob. vi. pat. coyenanted by Margaret, mar. first, William of 'WH' Elisabeth, mar. Wm. De 

his fiitherto be married to Anne Berkdey; secondly, Hubert^ borham, ob. 1 Aldeburgh, of Harewood, 
dan. of Sir Michael De la Pole. St. Quintan. Hen. YI. (by gift of Robert Lisle.) 

* Robert de lisle ckinn Free Wurren by charter of king Henry, proaTut Edw. III., who gave to Watren Fits-Geiald, aneeetor of 
the said Robert de liale, lirom which Warren it deecended to Henry, aa eon and beir ; and from the wld Henry to Warren, as hit ion 
and heir; and from the nid Warren to Bobert, hie ion and heir; and from the aaid Bobert euidam AUbw vi ftL H hmrtM; and fiwn 
the said AlieU evidam Warren viftl. et kmrtt ; and fix>m the said Warren to Robert, who now claims as son and heir. Plaeit de quo 
warranto temp. Edw. III., pro manexio de Camelton, BedC 

f Fide Bat. ParL^ Vol. in., p. 310.— The petition of John Wyndesor, respecting the manor»of Bampton, Cottenham, and Westwyk.; 
William, brother of Bobert de lisle, and William, son of the said Bobert The pedigrees of this fiunUy are very discordant to each other, 
as.may be seen in Chauncy, Blomefleld„ and other eoonty historians, as well as in the College of Aims. 

X This is certainly wrong as she died vitA Lord Berkeley. 



LISLE OF KINGSTON LISLE-— (31 Edw. Ill,) 

Gerard de Lisle, son and heir of Warine de Lisle, by Alice, sister and heir of Henry 
Tyes, (which Warine was hung at York for being concerned in the insurrection of the 
earl of Lancaster, temp. Edw. II.) had summons to parliament the 31 Edw. III., as 
Gerard de Insula^ but without any additament of Kingston lAsle^ and he died without 



9 
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being ever again summoned to parliament, though he lived several years after. He mar- 
ried Elizabeth, the widow of Edmund de St. John,* by which lady he left» lohil^^B, 

Warine de Lisle his son and heir, who had summons to parliament from the 43 
Edw. III. to the 5 Ric. II., as Warine de Insula, but also without any additament of Kingsr 
ton Lisle. He died, according to Dugdale,t 28 June, the 6 Ric. II., leaving by Margar t Ibid, 
ret his wife, daughter of William Pipard,:^ Margaret his daughter and heir, then the t Ibid, 
wife of Thomas lord Berkely, twenty-two years of age, Gerard his son having pre- 
deceased him s.p. 

Maigaret de Lisle, by Thomas lord Berkeley, had a daughter and heiress Elizabeth, 
who became the wife of Richard Beauchamp, earl of Warwick, by whom she had three 
daughters and coheirs, of which, 

Margaret was second wife of John Talbot, first earl of Shrewsbury; Eleanor married, 
first, Thomas lord Roos, and secondly, Edmund, duke of Somerset; and Elizabeth, the 
other daughter, married George Nevil lord Latimer ; between whose descendants and 
representatives, the barony of Lisle commencing with the writ of summons of the 31 
Edw. III., (if it created any) may (be presumed to be now in abeyance ; which represen- 
tatives in 1822 were Sir John Shelley Sidney, claiming to be heir of the body of Mar- 
garet, who married John Talbot, earl of Shrewsbury. 

The coheirs of Eleanor lady Roos, viz : the then earl of Essex ; Sir Henry Hun- 
locke, bart. ; and the baroness de Roos. 

The coheirs of Elizabeth lady Latimer, viz : the duke of Northumberland ; Winch- 
comb Henry Howard Hartley, esq. ; Sir Charles Enighdey, bart ; Grey Jermyn Grove, 
esq. ; George William Villiers, esq. ; the earl of Abingdon ; Sir Francis Burdett, bart. ; 
William Fermor, esq. ; and lord Rollo of Duncrub, N. B., a peer of Scotland* 



TALBOT LORD LISLE.— (22 Hen. VI.) 

John Talbot, son and heir of Margaret, second wife of John, first earl of Shrewsbury, 
before mentioned, eldest daughter and coheir of Warine, the last baron Lisle, was by one 
of the most extraordinary patents on record, created baron Lisle, 26 July, 22 Hen. VI., 
limiting that dignity to the said John and to his heirs and assigns for ever ; being tenants 
of the manor of Kingston Lisle, which manor his mother had resigned into his possession. 
Concerning this manor it is recited in the patent as a fact, ^ That Warine de Lisle 
and his ancestors, by reason of the lordship and manor of Kingston L^Isle, had from time. 



ft Dngdale s&yi he nuurried her the 28 Edvr. III., and died the 34, leavingWarine his ion ot/mU t^, who, if m^ 
■Oft have been hy a Ibnner 
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whereof the memory of man was not the oontraiy, the name and dignity of barons and 
lords L^Isle, and by that name had seat in parliament, &c., as other barons of the realm 
had ;'' an assertion perfectly imtnie, for the first writ of summons on record in which the 
name of de Inmda or L'Isie appears, is that of the 22 Edw. I. to John de Innda, who was 
of the Isle of Wight, and £rom thence summoned, and his son John to the 8 Edw. II. 

After him, the next person of the name summoned was Robert de Insula, or L^Isle, 
the 5 Edw. II., whose son John, and grandson Robert, are spedally designated in their 
writs as de Rubeo Monte; and the first Grerard de Lble and his son Warine are only 
summoned by their respective names, without any BAditamentot IGngsion Ulsle; thus 
clearly showing that none of the ancestors of Warine had erer had seat in parliament by 
reason of the lordship and manor of Kingston L'Isle as recited in the said patent, an as- 
sertion satisfactorily proved by the lords' committee, on the dignity of a peer of the realm, 
in their third report, to have been entirely without foundation, for the said manor had 
never been holden in capite of the crown, but was holden, as mentioned in the Liber 

* TettB de FoedoTum,* by t^e then Warine de L'Isle or Robert de L^Isle, of Bugemoni^ or Rubeo 

NeT.,Oxoii. & Monte. 

This patent therefore conferring a barony of L'Isle on John Talbot, must be looked 
upon as a new creation, distinct from the barony acquired by Gerard de L'Isle, father of 
Warine, by virtue of lus writ of summons the 31 Edw. III.; and in that respect, not to 
be a determination of the abeyance among his eventual coheirs before mentioned.^ For 
t inft. 27 a. chief-justice Coke says,t that the letters patent of Hen. VI. to John Talbot, that he and 
ante ss. 45. Jiigj^gj^g^ lorjg of the manor of ISngeton VUlej should be thenceforth barons and lords 
Ulsle, was a fee simple guaUfied in the dignity, determinable tg^on his or their ceasing to 
be lords of the said manor. 

Sometime after this creation of baron L'Isle, the said John Talbot was advanced to 

the titie of viscount L'Isle, with remainder to the heirs male of his body. The 23 Hen. VI. 

t Dugd. Lists he had summons to parliament by writ directed ^Johanni Talbot de Lisle, Chev.;''t ^^^ 

^'™™' firom thence to the 29 Hen. VI., but without any additament of Kingston Ulsle. The 31 

§ Ibid. Hen. VI. he was simimoned as viscount L'Isle,§ but in the unfortunate battle of Cbas- 

tiUon he was there slain with his fiither, the brave and aged earl of Shrewsbury, leaving 

Thomas Talbot his son and heir, second baron and viscount L'Isle, who lost his life 

in a skirmish between him and lord Berkeley, and their followers, at Wotton-under-Edge, 

in the county of Gloucester. Not having any issue his two sisters became his coheirs, 

viz., Elizabeth, first wife of Sir Edward Grey, second son of Edward lord Ferrers, of 

Groby ; and Margaret, who married Sir George Vere. The viscounty of L'Isle became 

• Warine de L'Isle, father of Gerard, and hsTing married the heiress of the barony of Tjes, it is more prohable 
Us son Gerard had sammons to parliament, aa heir thereto, rather than beeanse ha had the manor of Kingabm L'lde. 
The writ was personal, without any alludon to any ancestral right of soooession, and theielbie leafsa the pofait open. 
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extinct for want of issue mak^but the barony it ispresamed became sospended; for dioog^ 
EUizabeth wbb possessed of the manor of Kingston L'lsle, she was not sole heir of her 
brother, or &ther, and had not in her the conititnent qna&fications neoessary to entide 
her to the barony. Upon die deatii of her sister Maigaret hMly Ytge, Bjp^ she then became 
s6le heir, and acquired all the qualifications recited in the patent gruiited to her &ther. 

GREY, BARON AND VISCOUNT L'ISLE. 

Sib Edward 6rbt having married (as before mentioBed) Eliaabeth, eventoaUy sole 

heir to her brodier Thomas and fother John Talbot, barons and viscounts L'Isle in the 

15 Edw. IV., was created baron L'Isle by a charter, which mutatis mutandis contains Ae 

same introduction and recital as the patent granted by king Hen. VI. to John Talbot, 

habendum to him and his heirs of the body of the said Elizabeth begotten, but without 

the words aangnatis mds, ^. He had summons to parliament the 23 Edw. IV., as 

Edward Grey de Ulsle.* The 1 Ric. III. he was created viscount L'Isle, and the same * Dugd. lasu 

year had smnmons to parliament by that title,t as also in the 1, S, and 7 Hen. VII. f ^iST 

John Grey, his only son and heir, second baron and viscoimt L'Isle of the Ghrey 
creation, died without issue male, but left an only daughter and heir Elizabeth, so that 
the viscounty became extinct. She, however, being heir to her father, and also tenant 
of the manor of Kingston L'Isle, may be considered to have had the barony devolved 
upon her. She was affianced to 

BRANDON, VISCOUNT L^ISLE. 

Chabi<es Brandon, (afterwards duike of Snffdk) who was thereupen created visoount 
L'Isle, 15 May, 1513, with remainder to the heirs male of the body of the said Ehza- 
beth ;* but she beix^ then of too tender years for marriagei, refosed upon coming of age 
to marry him : the jpatent was cancelled. She afterwards married Edward CSourtenay, 
earl of Devon, but died s^p., circ. 1526, leaving her aunt Elizabeth, her father's only 
suDTviving sister, her heir, who married, firtl^ Edmund Dudley; and eecondly, Arthur 
Plantagenet. 

PLANTAGENET, VISCOUNT USLE. 

Abthur Plantagenet was a natural son of king Edward IV. by the lady Elizabeth 
Lucy, and after the surrender of the patent of viscount by Charles Brandon, was by king 

» ** Sibi et haeredibiifl miuiffljiB de coipore Elis. Greri vioecomitefMB Uile per pnlitam Carofaun proeraatie 1ft 
May, 5 Hen. YllL^fLUle eon.) 
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Hen. VIII. created viscoimt lisle, with ^ remainder to the heirs male of his body by the 

said Elizabeth his wife; but dying without male issue in 1541, the viscounty became 

* Vidtf Banks' extinct. He had several daughters.'*' but although they were heirs to him, as their father. 

Dorm, ct Bzt. , , , . 

Baron., v. n, uiey were not so as to their mother in the barony of Lisle, she having male issue by her 
first husband Edmund Dudley. 

By an indenture between this Arthur and Elizabeth his wife of the one part, and 
several other persons of the second and third part, dated 17 Nov., the 14 Hen. YIII., 
reciting a recovery against the said Arthur and his wife, of the manor of Kingston L'Isle, 
and divers other lands, it was declared that the recovery should be to the use of the same 
lady Elizabeth, for her life ; and, after her death, as to Kingston L'Isle, and some other 
lands, to the use of John Dudley, her son and heir apparent, by her first husband, and 
to the heirs of his body. The limitation of the viscounty of Ulsle, made to the heirs 
male of the body of Arthur viscount L'Isle, by EUizabeth his wife, seems to infer that he 
thought himself no ways entitled to the barony of L^Isle, being seised only of that manor 
jure uxoris ; which, by this settlement on her decease, was to descend to her son, by her 
former husband ; and, consequently the title and honour of a baron would accompany it. 
Thus it is probable the creation of the viscounty was made, by this method of entail, to 
satisfy all parties. 



DUDLEY, VISCOUNT LISLE. 



of Snmm. 



In 1541, shortly after the decease of Arthur PUntagenet, John, son and heir of Elizabeth, 
by her first husband, Edmund Dudley, was by king Hen. YIII. created viscount L'Isle, 
and by that title summoned to the parliament the 16th of January, t^e 33 Hen. YIII.,t 
as also to the parliaments of the 35, SJ, and 38 Hen. YIII., with the addition to his 
name of Magno Admirallo Anglia. In the 1 Edw. YI. he was created earl of Warwick ; 
and by that title called to the first parliament of Edw. YL, 4 Nov., 1547^ with the addi- 
tion to his name of Magno Camerario Anglia. Finally, he was created duke of North- 
umberland by Edw. YI.; and by that titie summoned to parliament the 5 and 6 EkLw. YI. : 
but, after all his great advancement to honours, he was, on the accession to the crown 
by Queen Mary, taken, beheaded, and attainted, and thereby all his honours forfeited. 

It is here to be observed, that some time before his death, by indenture 27 March, 
29 Hen. YIII., being then Sir John Dudley, he bargained and sold to William Hyde, esq., 



b Sir Harris Nicolas in his Synopsis, (vol. t., p. 383), states that his creation was the 26 April, 1533 ; bat by 
Dngdale's Lists of Summons, his name appears in the writ of the 14 Hen. VIII., 1522, and again the 3rd of Not., 
1529, the 21 Hen. YIII. 
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and his heirs^ the manor and lordahip of Kingston L'Isle ; which Axdiiir Flantagenet^ 
then lord L'Isle, held for term of his life. From this William Hyde, the said manor 
and lordship descended in lineal succession to John Hyde, esq., who died seised thereof 
circ. 11 May, 1745 ; and, his widow in 1749 sold the same to Abraham Aikyns, of Ckp- 
ham, in the county of Surrey, esq, possessor thereof, in 1790. In behalf of this posses* 
sor a very able and interesting case was compiled by tiie Hon. Hume Campbdl, by which 
it is shown that Mr. Atkyns was tenant of the manor and lordship of Kingston I/Isle under 
the singular patent granted by king Hen. VI. to Talbot as oisi^nee, but then he had not 
the other co-qualification of heir, the joint terms being as supposed, necessary to constitute 
a right to the barony in virtue of the possession of the manor and lordship. 

If no right as assignee vested in Mr. Atkins, no right can vest in the heir who is 
not possessed of the territory, the possession and heirship being made by the patent co- 
ordinate and inseparable. 

Dudley, duke of Northumberland had eight sons, whereof Henry died before him ; 
John the second son had summons to parliament the 6 Edw. VI., as lord L'Isle and de- 
ceased in his lifetime, and Ambrose and Robert the third and fourth sons became two of 
the greatest minions of court in their day, which 

Ambrose was restored in blood by Queen Elizabeth, and was first created baron 
L'Isle, in 1561 ( 42 Eliz.), and afterwards earl of Warwick,* but he died s.p. in 1589, J^^^'g^ 
when all his honours became extinct; but his brother Robert Dudley, earl of Leicester, Baron., t. iii. 
was his heir, who dying as reputed at the time, without legitimate issue, his sister Mary, 
who married Sir Henry Sidney, was his heir,t that is to say his eldest sister, for the f Ibid, 
duke of Northumberland his father had five daughters, viz., the said Mary, Maigaret, 
Catherine who married Henry, earl of Huntingdon s.p., Frances, and Temperance. 



SIDNEY, VISCOUNT LISLE. 

Robert Sydney, second, but eldest surviving son of* Sir Henry Sidney, by Mary, sister 
to Robert Dudley, earl of Leicester, and his heir if he died without legitimate issue, and 
heir also of Margaret, countess of Shrewsbury, the eldest great-granddaughter and co- 
heir of Warine lord L'Isle, was first created lord Sydney, of Penshurst, by king James 
I., afterwards advanced to the title of viscount L'Isle, and lastly created earl of Leicester. 
From him descended Joceline Sydney, the seventh and last viscount and earl of his 
family,! ^bo deceased without legitimate issue, (as supposed) whereby his peerage t Ibid. 

a The much odebnted tax Philip Sydney was fhe eldest son, but died without issue male leading an only daugh- 
ter EHzabeth, who married Roger, earl of Rutland, which Roger died s.p., in June 1612.— f^FitfeBsnit't i>onium# 
and BxHnei Baronajf9f vol. Hi,) 

VOL. I N n 
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honours became extinct ; and his two nieces, daughters of his eldest brother, the Hon,^ 
Thomas Sydney, became his coheirs ; of these, Mary married Sir Brownlow Sherard, 
bart., but died s.p. ; and Elizabeth married William Perry, of Turvile Park, in the county 
of Buckingham, esq., and had issue William Sydney Perry, Algernon Perry, Mary, Eli* 
abeth Jane, Anne, and Frances ; of these daughters, Elizabeth Jane became the sole 
surviving one, and heiress of her mother, and married Sir Bysshe Shelley of Castle Goring, 
in the county of Sussex, bart., to whom she was second wife, and by him had issue a son 
John, who took the name of Sydney as heir to his mother, which 



SHELLEY SIDNEY, Claimant to the Babony of Lisle. 

Sib John Shelley Sydney, in 1822, claimed to be heir of the body of Margaret, 
countess of Shrewsbury, and in such capacity, prayed by petition to his majesty that he 
would exercise the grace of the crown by terminating the abeyance in his favour. The 
petition, upon the attomey-generaFs report was referred to the Lords' Committee for 
Privileges, before which, much evidence was entered into. It is however here to be observed 
that the case of Sir John did not notice two very important points which were requisite 
to be explained, viz : first the legitimacy of Sir Robert Dudley, son and heir of John 
Dudley, duke of Northumberland ; and secondly, the legitimacy of John Sidney, claim- 
* Banks's ing to be the legitimate son of Joceline Sidney, last earl of Leicester.* 
Bar, ToL iii. With regard to the first point, the legitimacy of this eminent person was strongly 

contended against by his adversaries, but it was afterwards so fully and clearly estabUshed, 
that king Charles I., as a compensation for the great injustice which had been done him, 
advanced his widow Catherine, daughter of Sir Thomas Leigh, bart, to the rank of 
t Ibid. duchess of Dudley,t and her daughters to the distinction of duke's daughters, which 

honours were confirmed by king Charles IL But with respect to this lady. Sir Robert 
Dudley, her husband, who had retired into Italy, where by the emperor. Ferdinand II, 
he was created a duke by the title of Northumberland, to be used by him and his 
heirs through the dominions of the sacred empire, alleged his marriage with her to have 
been illegal by the canon law, he having had carnal knowledge of her during the life of 
his first wife. 

On his retirement into Italy he took with him a very beautiful lady, the daughter of 
Sir Robert Southwell, of Wood Rising, in Norfolk, whom he married, and had by her 
many children; of which, Charles the eldest son, bore like him the title of duke of North- 
umberland in that country.* 

* Charles Dudleji the titular duke of Northumberland, was found guilty in 1658 of forging an entry of marriage 
in the Register Book of East Greenwich, in Kent, and was fined two hundred marks. The dictam of chief-justice 
Gljnn is recorded in Siderfin's Reports, part. 2, p. 71. 
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Of this Sir Robert Dudley, the case of Sir John Shelley Sydney, it may be pre- 
^ sumed ought to have made some notice, as interfering-with his descent, till satisfactorily 
explained or removed. 

In reference to the second point of Mr. John Sydney, it appears by a trial at bar, 
on a writ of right and proceedings, before the grand assize in the Court of Common 
Pleas at Westminster, the 11 February, 1782, for the manor of Penshurst Place, park, 
and premises in the county of Kent, that he foimded his pretensions of being son and 
heir . of Joscelyne, seventh and last earl of Leicester, deceased, who never having being 
divorced from his wife, with whom during his life he had much legal controversy, he, the 
demandant, was in the eye of the law legitimate son and heir of the said earl Joscelyne. 
But having made an error in his claim by alledging that the earl his fatiier was seised in fee, 
instead of tenant for life, with remainder over to his issue male, (which was the fact), the 
tenant being in possession, had in the opinion of the court the better right, and there- 
fore the jury, under the direction of the judges, gave their verdict for the tenant Mrs. 
Perry, the sister of earl Joscelyne.* * Printed case, 

pones ftiicti 

Thus the question of legitimacy was not controverted ; Mr. Sydney left issue male 
and female ; but the case of Sir John Shelley Sydney made not any allusion to this 
interesting point. 

In 1835 his Majesty was pleased by letters patent, to create Sir Philip Charles 
.^^v..v Syndey G.C.H.,*only son of Sir John Shelley Sydney, bart., of PenshurstCastie, in the 

county of Kent, baron de L'Isle and Dudley of Penshurst, and the heirs male of his 
bodyt lawfully begotten. |g^- ^ ^^' 

LISLE OF KINGSTON LISLE.— (31 Edw. III.) 
Warine de Lifle, ob. 14 Edw. II.^Alioe dangliter of Henry and sister and heir to Henry de Teyes her brother. 



I 

Gerard de Lisle, summoned to parliament 31 Edw. III., ob. 34 Edw. III.^ 



Warine de Lisle, sommoned to parliament 43 Edw. III., ob. circ. 6 Eic. H.^Y^^g^^^et, dan. of Wm. Pipard. 
Gerard de Lisle, ob. s.p. Margaret, sole daughter and heir.^^rhomas Lord Berkeley. 

Elisabeth Berkeley, sole daughter and heir .^Richard Beanchamp, Earl of Warwick. 

I 1 ' I 

1. Margaret, eldestq^ohn Talbot, earl of 2. Alianor, mar. 1st Thomas lord Ros; 3. Elizabeth, mar. George 

dan. and cob. I Salop, 2nd wife. 2nd Edmund, Duke of Somerset. Nevil lord Latimer. 



John Talbot, created Baron and Vicount Lisle, slain at the^pJoane, daughter and coheir of Thomas Chedder, Esq., 
battle of Chastillon, temp. Henry VI. I widow of Richard Stafford, Esq. 

1 1 * 1 

Thomas Talbot, 2nd Baron and Elizabeth Talbot,^Sir Edward Grey, cr. Viscount Margaret Talbot, sist. & cob.. 

Viscount Lisle, ob. s. p., 1469. sister and cob. J lisle, ob. 7 Hen. VII. m. Sir George Vere, ob. s. p. 

John Grey, =ipMuriel, dau. of Alice, mar. 1. Edmund^Elizabeth.^=2. Arthur Flantage- Muriel, married 



2nd 
ob 



oan urrey, -r-xriariBi, asa. oi Alice, mar. x.. Aouiaaa-pciiuaDeui.-pA. Axuiiir x^iauuige- xnunei, mamea 

d Viscount, I Thomas, Duke John Wil- Dudley. I net, created Viscount Edvmrd Stafford, 

.1504. I of Norfolk. loughby. | | Lisle, ob. 154L EarlofWUtshire. 

a be 
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Blvftbetbt ioIb dan. and heir, con* John DndJajy creat. Viaootmt^Ja&e, dan. Bndget, Franooi, m. EUnbeth, 



tracted to Sir Charles Brandon, Lisle, Earl of Warwick, and 

afterwards married to Henry Conr- Dnke of Northnmberluid, 

tenay, Earl of Deron, and secondly attainted and beheaded the 1 

to Sir Thomas Knevit, s. p. qneen Mary, 1553. 



and heir mar. Sir Ist John mar. Sir 

of Sir Ed- William Basset, Esq. Francis 

wardGhiil- Carden, 2nd Thomas Jobson, 

ford, knt. knt. Monk, Esq. knt. 



Ill /I I i I 

1. Henry. 4. Ambrose, restored in 5. Robert, created=pLady Douglas Mary,^Henry Other 



2. Tliomss. blood, cr. earl of War- earl of Leicester, 

3. John, 8. p. wiok, ob. 1589, s. p' ob. 1688. 



Howard, 3rd eldest 
wife. sister. 



Sydney. issue. 



Sir Robert Dudley, whose Robert, created Viscount Lisle and Earl^Barbara, daughter and heir of John 

legitimacy was allowed. of Leicester, ob. 1626. | Gammagc, Esq. 

William, ob. coelebs. Robert, second Earl,^Dorothy, daughter of Henry, Earl Ouer female 

Henry, died young ob. 1677. 



of Northumberland. issue. 



Philip, 3rd Earl,^3Catherine, dan. of William, Robert. Henry, created Earl of Rom- Otiier female 

ob. 1697-8. I Earl of Sarum. Algernon. ney, ob. 1704, s. p. issue, 

Robert, 4th Earl, ob. 1702.=T=EliMbeth, dau^ter of John, Eail of Bridgewater. 

Robert, died young. John, 6th T^mas, ob.^Mary, dan. and Jocdine,^Bliiabeth, dan. 

Philip, 5th Earl, ob. 1 705, 8.p. Earl, ob. vi. fratris, ) cohdr of Sir 7th earl, I of Tho- 

William, died young. 1737, s.p. 1728-9. I Robert Reeve. ob. 1743. I mas, Esq. 

I ' ' ' ■ ' ' " I ' H 

Mary, daughter and coheir, manned Sir Elisabeth, danghtei^William Perry, John Sidney, claimant 

Brownlow Sherard, Baronet, s. p. and coheir. I Esquire. in 1782.-I 

WQliam Sydney Algernon Mary. Elisabeth Jane, soleP^Sir Bysshe SheUey, Anne. Frances. Issue. 
Perry. Perry. surnving heiress. ] Baronet. 



Sir Phihp Charles Sydney, created Baron de L'Isle and Dudley in 1835. 



LONGVILLERS, (16 Edw. III.) 

Thomas de Longvillsbs had summons to attend a great council at Westminster, 
the 16 Edw. III. but never after, though he lived very many years; as this solitary 
summons cannot be considered a call to parliament, and as he died s.p., any further 
account of him or of hia family is not necessary. According to Dugdale, Agnes his sister 
was his heir, who married Robert son of Ralph Cromwell. 



L'ORTI, OR DE URTIACO, (22 Edw. I.) 

Henry L'Orti, lord of Esseleigh, in the county of Wilts, had summons to parliament 
the 22, 25, and 27 Edw. I., being designated in the several writs "Henrico de Urtiaco;^ 
Dugdale states that he died the 15 Edw. 11.^ 1321, but the name of Henry de Urtiaco is 
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subsequently contained in the writ of summons the 19 ISdw. 11., ISSS^ which provided 
he deceased in 1321^ leaves it to be inferred that the last mentioned writ was addressed 
to Henry his son^ who is unnoticed in Dugdale's account, that author making him to be 
succeeded by John his son and heir who never had summons to parliament, and died 
leaving issue two daughters^ viz., Sibyl who married Sir Lawrence de St. Martin, and 
Margaret who wedded Henry de Estormie,* in whose representatives, sir Harris Nicholas 
states* the barony is now in abeyance. * Peerage Sy- 

In Collinson's Somersetf the following pedigree of De L'Orti is given. p. 389. 

t Vol.iitypp. 

50 & 130. 
Henry dehpSabina, dan. and heir of Ricliird Reree, by Ifabel, ristar and heir of 
L'Orti. I Walter de Eseeleigh, of Esseleigh, in the county of Wilts. 

Hairy de L'Orti, ob. 14 Edw. II.=F 

Henry de L'OrIi, ob. 15 Edw. lU.^Vide Inq, ad Q. D, 19 Bdw. //.^ 



John dtf^Eliaabeth Child, Richard. Elisabeth, married Ist Sr Ralph de Middleny, knt. 

L'Orti. of Stanford. 2nd Sir Robert de Aahton, knt., ob. 7 Ric. II. 

LOVAINE OR LUVEINE, (45 Hen. HI., ahd «2 Edw. I.) 

In the time of Hen. II., Jocehne de Luvein held five knights' fees and one half in the 

county of York,! of whom no mention is made by Dogdale. % Heame'a 

In the 2 of king John, Godfrey de Lovaine (called brother to Henry, duke of yol. i.*p. 327! 
Brabant) gave 400 marks for the land, and widow of Ralph de Comhill^ whose name was 
Delicia, daughter and heir of Robert de Hastings, by his wife daughter and heir of Wil- 
liam de Windsor, and by this marriage acquired the manor of Estaines holden by barony. 

Matthew, son and heir of Godfrey de Lovaine, was one of those barons summoned 
to a parliament convened to meet in London, by writ dated the 18th of October, the 45 
Hen. Ill ;§ he died shortly after in 1261 (46 Hen. Ill) seised of the manor and barony § cUob Rot. 
of Estaines, leaving m. ,m 

Matthew de Lovaine his son and heir, who had summons to parliament the 22 Edw. 
I., II but was never again summoned. He died the 30 Edw. I., when \\ Dngd. Uats 

of Somm. 
' CoUins in his peerage account of the duke of Somerset's family, recites that Roger Seymour married Maiad, 
daughter and coheir of Sir William Esturmii of Chadham, in the county of Wilts., lord of Wolf Hall, in the said 
oouBty ; whose ancestors were guardians of Satenudte fbrest, by inheritance. — (Vide Camden* » Britannia, tn com, 
WWe.J 'She ftmiily wenr ftmnders of the hospital of the holy trinity, at Easton, near Marlbrough, of which, in the 
year 13f S, and 1368, Henry son of Henry Esturmi, was acknowledged patron by the then bishop of Salisbury. 

b The said widow fined two hundred marks to the king for license to marry according to her own pleasure, 
but not Go^tfrey de Loveine. Godfrey however fined in double the anumntf to marry her, and have her lands, if 
she could show no good reason for reAning him. In this record, she is called relict of Ralph, and not Biehard de 
Comhill.'^CVide Mag, Rot, 2 John, Rot, 3, 6, Ruex and Herte.J 
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Thomas de Lovaine was only twelve years of age ; with whom Dugdale closes his 
account of the family, by reason, he observes neither he, nor his descendants had smn- 
mons to parliament. 
* Morant's This Thomas de Lovaine had a son John, who died in 13479* leaving two daughters, 

p. 466. ' ^z., Alianore and Isabel, who died in 1359, s. p., when Alianore, the sole surviving 
daughter and heir carried her great inheritance to her husband. Sir William Bourchier ; 
who, by her, was father of William Bourchier, earl of Eu, in Normandy; who, by Anne, 
daughter of Thomas Flantagenet, duke of Gloucester, had issue Henry, who was first 
created viscount Bourchier, and afterwards earl of Essex, by king Edw. IV.; in whose 
coheirs general the present duke of Chandos, and the marquess of Townshend, the bar- 
ony of Bourchier created by the writ of summons of Robert de Bourchier, the 16 Edw. 
t Vide Boor- III.,t may be considered vested. But with regard to any barony of Lovaine, there does 
not appear any ground maintainable for its assumption, though it has frequently been 
styled as one pertaining to the descent of the said coheirs, and by the late marquess of 
Townshend was ranked with his barony of Ferrers of Chartley. 

LOVEL, OR LUVEL, OF KARL— (22 Edw. ILL) 

William the son of Ascelin de Gouel, and grandson of Robert, lord of Breherval and 
Yvery, in Normandy, assumed the name of Lovel, and was lord of Kari and Harpetre, 
in the county of Somerset, and other great possessions in other counties.^ From him 
descended 

Richard Lovel, who, the 22, 23, and 24 Edw. III. had summons to parliament, but 

t Dug. Bar., died the year following. By Muriel his wife, (said by Dugdale]: to have been the daugh- 

^o • M p- • ^j. q£ ^^ ^^Y of Douglas, in Scotland,^) he had issue an only son James, who deceased in 

his lifetime, viz., 16 Edw. III., leaving by Isabel his wife a son Richard, then aged eight, 

who died imder age, s.p., in the lifetime of his grandfather ; and a daughter Muriel, who, 

surviving her grandfather, became heir to his estate, and to the barony of Lovel, provided 

the writs of the 22, 23, and 24 Edw. III. created any such descendable honour. At the 

decease of her grandfather she was aged nineteen, and then the wife of Nicholas St. 

Maur; whose heirs general are the coheirs in the- barony of St. Maur, and Zouche of 

§ Vide St. Haryngworth.§ 

Maar&Zouche 

of HarjDg- ' A very interwtiiig work, entitled the History of the House of Yvery, in 2 yols, Sto., has s most elaborate 

^orth. acoonnt of the origin and connections of this fiunily ; a great portion of which is inooiporated in CoUins's Peerage, 

under the article of Perceval, lord Lovel, and Holland : subsequently advanced to the dignity of earl of Egmont. 

^ No such marriage is mentioned in any of the Scotch Peerages of the earls of Douglas. But, a record, viz., Pat. 

Rot., 4 Edw. II., m. 4., recites, 'viz: ** Rex concessit Ric'o Lovel, in generalli tallio maner' de Wynefirith Bagle, 

in ezcambio pro maner' de Veteri Rokesburgh quod fuit MurieUse uzoris ejus, filic & luBredii Joh'n'is Soules, pro 

servic' deb' revcrtere Regi." 
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LOVEL OP TICHMERSH.— (25 Edw. I.) 

This branch, though a younger one to that of Kari, yet had summons to parliament 
long before it. 

John Lovel descended from William Lovely lord of Minster Lovely in the county 
of Oxon, and Tichmersh in the county of Northampton, who was brother of Henry, 
brother and heir of Ralph, eldest son of William of Kari, had summons to parliament 
in the 25 and 27 Edw. I., as John Lovel; and afterwards as John Lovel de Tichmersh, 
from the 28 Edw. I., to the 4 Edw. II.; at whose coronation, by that description, he was 
summoned to attend. In the parliament at Lincoln, 29 Edw. I., he was one of those 
barons who affixed their signature and seals to the letter then written to the pope, being 
designated Johannes Lovel Dominus de Berekingg. He was twice married : his first wife was 
Isabel de Bois, by whom he had a daughter, who married William lord Zouche, of Ha- 
ryngsworth ; his second was Joane, daughter of Robert lord Roos ; and by her he left, at 
his decease the 4 Edw. II.,* ♦ E»ch. n. 33 

John Lovel his son and heir, who had summons to parliament from the 6 to the 8 
Edw. II., when he died.t He married Maud, sister and heir to Edward lord BumeL t ^^^ ^ ^« 
and had issue a daughter Joane, called by Dugdale his heir, aged two years,^ who died % Dogd. Bar. 
young. At this part, Dugdale rather abruptly breaks the thread of narration, proceeding ^^^' ^'' ^' **®' 
to mention a John Lovel, who the 8 Edw. III. was in an expedition into Scotland ; but 
who this John was the son of, he does not in the least make allusion. He has before 
stated that John lord Lovel had died the 8 Edw. II., leaving a daughter and heir Joane 
very young : he does not then assume a first wife, or any son ; so that who was this 
John, the military man of the 8 Edw. III., is left to surmise. This, by Mr. Parkins, is 
apparently explained,§ who states him to be the son of IThomas Lovel, (by Maud his § His^ofNorf. 
wife) ; but how nearly allied to John, he does not mention. ' *** ^' 

In Anderson's History of the House of Tvery, it is asserted that John Lovel, by 
Maud Bumel, left issue, John his son and heir, aged two years ; which is the same 
age whicli Dugdale has attributed to Joane his daughter, called by him also, his heir :* 
whether son of Thomas, or of John, the said 

John Lovel was never summoned to parliament, and died the 21 Edw. III., having 
had by Isabel his wife (named by some as a daughter of William lord Zouche) two sons, 
both named John ; of these the eldest 

John lord Lovel was only six years old at his father's death, and died in his minority 
the 35 Edw. III. s.p., leaving his brother John his heir, aged nineteen, which 

* It teems most likely that the ttatement in Dugdale, that Joane was daughter and hHr, aged two yeare, was- 
an error of the press for Jokm, ton and heir, aged two yeart. By the fine levied by Maud his widow, and John de 
Handlo her second husband, it appear* she had a sen John by her first husband John Lovely 
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John lord Lovel attaining his majority the 37 Edw. IIL^ had livery of his lands, his 
homage being respited, and was afterwards a person of great note, and was elected a 
knight of the noble Order of the Garter. He had summons to parliament from the 
49 Edw. III. to the 8 Hen. IV., and probably died the next ensuing year ; his will 
being dated the 12th of September following. His wife was Maud, granddaughter and 
* Vide Hoi- heir of Robert lord Holland,* by whom he left issue, 

^^' John lord Lovel, his son and heir, who had summons from the 1 1 Hen. IV. to the 

2 Hen. V., inclusive, in which year he died, leaving by Alianora his wife, daughter of 
William lord Zouche, of Harjrngworth, William his son and heir, which 

William lord Lovel had summons from the 3 to the 33 Hen. VI., as William Lovely 

Chw! without the additament of TichmerBh^ He married Alice, daughter, and heir 

t Vide Dein- eventually, of John lord iyEincourt,t by Johanna, daughter and heiress of Robert lord 

^ ' Ghrey of Rotherfield, by which heiress he had issue, John his successor ; William who 

X Vide Moriey became lord Morley, jure uxoris ;:[ <^nd another son Robert.^ He died the 33 Hen. VI., 

leaving Alice his wife surviving. 

John the next lord Lovel, had summons from the 38 Hen. VI* to the 2 Edw. IV., 
as John Lovely Chiv*, and died the fourth of the same reign. His wife was Joane, sister 
$ Vide Beaa- and heir of William viscount Beattmont,§ by whom he had a son Francis, his successor, 
^^^' and two daughters, eventually coheiresses to their brother, viz : Joane, who married Sir 

Brian Stapleton ; and Fridiswide, who married Sir E2dward Norris, ancestor to the pre- 
sent earl of Abingdon. 

Francis, next lord Lovel, had summons the 22 Edw. IV., as fi'ancis LoveU de Lovell 
Chev^ ; and the 1 Ric. III. was created viscount Lovel, and summoned to parliament by 
that title. He was a strenuous supporter of that king, and fought with him at the fetal 
battle of Bosworth, where Richard was slain ; he himself however escaped with life, and 
having got out of the kingdom, remained abroad for some time ; but afterwards returning 
into England with John de la Pole, earl of Suffolk, and a body of soldiers under Martin 
11 Yi^^ Bankfl's '^^'^^^^I'tz their conmiander, he was slain as it is generally represented|| at the battle of 
Donn. & Ezt. Stoke, the 3 Hen. VII., where their army was defeated. Beine thus dead and attainted. 

Bar., Tol. 11. ' ^ 

all the baronial honours which were concentrated in him became forfeited, and the vis- 
county extinct, he dying s.p. 

Among the baronies, that of Bumell has been set down as one ; but on referring to 
the Bumell title, it will be seen that Edward Bumell, who was summoned to parliament 

« Though aummoned to the 33 Hen. VI., incliisiYe, he ia said to have obtained the 24 Hen. VI. a special ex- 
emption from attending parliament (in consideration of hia servicea in foreign parts, and infirmity of body) for the 
term of his Hf^. — (Andenon** Hou$e of Yftery,) 

^ He died 8.p. There was another son Henry who was buried in the Crutched Friara, of whom nothing is 
known. 
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from the 5 to the 8 Edw. II., died s.p.9 and therefore if any barony was created in him 
by virtue of these writs, the same became extinct upon his death, and consequently his 
sister Maud, although his heir to lands, could not take any barony to hand down to her 
issue by John Level her husband* 

THOMAS LOVEL.— (16 Edw. III.) 

Though not mentioned by Dugdale in his Baronage, yet in his Lists of Siunmons the 
name of Thomas Lovel is noticed as being summoned to attend a great coimcil to be 
holden at Westminster the 16 Edw. III.,* but never after; who he was does not appear, *-5^* ^^^ 
nor is his name contained in Anderson's House Yvery. 

John Lovel, who died the 15 Edw. I., married Maud, daughter and heir of 

Sydenham, and by her acquired the manor of Tichmersh, and had issue John his eldest 
son, thereafter summoned to parliament ; and Thomas, who had the manor of TichweU 
for his portion, and is said to have borne a Bend Azure over his coat] for a difference. 

LUCAS.-*(20 Cab. I. and IS Cab. II.) 

Although this peerage has not its origin from writ of summons, but from a special 
patent, yet the limitations are so analogous to the course of descent of a barony by writ^ 
that it may not be irrelevant to notice it here. 

Sir John Lucas, a distinguished officer under Charles I., during the civil war, was 
in consideration of his eminent services created baron Lucas of Shenfield, in the county 
of Essex, the 20 Charles I., with remainder, in default of issue male, to his brothers Sir 
Charles, and Sir Thomas Lucas respectively, and their issue male.* 

This l(Nrd Lucas marriedAnne, daughter of Sir Christopher Nevill, of Newton St. Lo, 
in the county of Somerset ; by whom he had an only daughter Mary, who became the 
wife of Anthony Orey, earl of Kent. Thus, not having any issue male, and his brother 
Sir Charles having died s. p., he obtained odier letters patent, dated the 15 Car. 11. : 
whereby his said daughter Mary was created baroness Lucas, of Crudwell^ in the county 
of Wilts, with the singular and unprecedented remainder of die barony to her heirs 
male, by the earl of Kent; fEoling which, the title not to be suspended, but to be enjoyed 
by snch of the daughters and ooheirB, if any shall be, as other indivisible inheritances by 
tiie common UHr of this realm are usually possessed. He died in 1670, s.p.m.; and 
succeeded in the barony of Lucas of Shenfield by his nephew. 

* He WM elder broChnr of Sb John the baron, but bom bclnv man^ 
VOL. I. 
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Charles Lucas, son and heir of his brother Sir Thomas Lucas ; he married Penelope, 
daughter of Francis Leke, earl of Scarsdale, and had issue two daughters his coheirs, 

whereof married the honourable Carey; and Penelope married Isaac 

Selfe, esq., and had two sons Lucas, and Jacob, who both died s«p., and a daughter 
Anne, who married Thomas Methuen, esq., whose heir is the present lord Methuen ; 
not having issue male, he was, on his death in 1688, succeeded by 

Thomas, his brother, third lord Lucas, of Shenfield, who dying s.p.m. in 1705, the 
barony became extinct ; but the barony of Lucas of Crudwell being a distinct creation, 
still remains, and has followed the course of limitation, through the heir female to the 
present earl De Gfrey. 

LUCY OF COCKERMOUTH.— (14 Edw. II.) 

Richard de Lucie, son and heir of Reginald de Lucie, lord of Egremont, in the 
county of Cumberland, lefit issue two daughters his coheirs, whereof Annabel married 
Lambert de Multon ; and Alice wedded Alan de Multon, by whom she had Thomas de 
Multon, her son and heir, which 

Thomas assumed his mother's name of Lucie, or Lucy, and the 16 Edw. I., had 
livery of the lands of her inheritance. He married Isabel, one of the daughters and co- 
heirs of Adam de Bolteby, a great baron in Northumberland, and dying the 33 Edw. I*, 
left Thomas his son and heir, who dying s.p. was succeeded by his brother and heir, 

Anthony de Lucy, who had summons to parliament from the 14 Edw. II., to the 
17 Edw. III. inclusive, in which year he died, leaving Thomas his son and heir, and a 
daughter Joane, who married William de Multon. 

Thomas de Lucy had summons to parliament in his father's lifetime, the 15, 16, and 
17 Edw. III., and from thence to the 38th of the same reign; the year following of 
which he died. He married Margaret the third sister and coheir of John de Multon, of 
Egremont, who was great-grandson of Lambert de Multon, by Annabel, daughter and 
coheir of Richard de Lucie, and sister of Alice de Lucie, his great-grandmother; by this 
Margaret he had issue a daughter Maud, and a son 

Anthony de Lucy, who died shortly after him, the 42 Edw. III., but never had 
summons to parliament. He had issue an only daughter Joane de Lucy, who dying 
under three years of age, Maud her aunt, sister of her father, became her heir. 

This Maud de Lucy was first married to Gilbert de Umfraville, earl of Angus ; and 
secondly to Henry the first Percy earl of Northumberland, but had n«| any issue by 
either husband : she however by a fine levied the 8 Richard II., settled the castle and 
honor of Cockermouth, with other great estates upon the said Henry earl of Northum- 
berland, and herself, and the heirs male of their two bodies ; and in default thereof, on 
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the heirs of her own body; and in default, on Henry lord Percy^ son and heir of the said 
earl by his first wife^ and the heirs male of his body, on condition of quartering the arms . 
of Percy with those of Lucy, and in default of issue male of Henry lord Percy, then upon 
other male branches of the Percy feunily, upon the like condition. 

Dying s.p., the said estates passed into the Percy family, but tihe right to the barony 
of Lucy vested in Sir William Melton, son and heir of Joane, aunt and heir of blood to 
her the said Maud ; and sister and sole heir to Thomas de Lucy her father. 

Thus it is evident no right to this ancient barony of Lucy attaches to the Percy 
family, which has not a particle of Lucy blood in it, so that the assumption of it is without 
the slightest foundation. 

Thomas Percy son and heir of Sir Thomas, who was attainted, the brother and heir 
of Henry the sixth earl of Northumberland, was created baron Percy, baron Poynings, 
Lucy, Bryan, and Fitz-Payne, with remainder faiUng issue male to his brother Henry, 
and his issue male, created earl of Northumberland, with same limitation, 1 May 1557 ^ 
thus the name of these baronies merged in the earldom, till lihe death of Josceline the 
eleventh earl of Northimiberland, in 1670, s.p.m., when they all became extinct, so far as 
they were created as before mentioned. 

Anthony de Lucy, sammoned to parUamttit 14 Edw. II.-j 

r I 

Thomts, ob. 38^Margaret de Joone de Lucy, ob.^William de Melton, nephew to the 

Edw. III. Mnlton. 43 Edw. III. I Archbishop.— fstfi!., 36 Edw. JZT. 

I ' \ 1 

Anthony ,^=Joan, widow of Maud, mar. lot, Gilbert, Earl Sir William, son and heir, st. 23,^ dan. 

died 42 ) William Lord of Angua; 2nd, Henry, Earl will dated 1398 ; heir to Mand, of 

Edw.ITI. I Greystoke. of Northumberland, s. p. Countess of Nortiinmberland. J Eyeringham. 

Joane, only child, obiit Sir John, aged 22, the 22 Richard II., will^Margaret, daughter of Roger 

inf. 3 ann. dated U5b,^Eieh. 33 Hen. VI, j Lord Clifford. 

Sir John, son and heir, ^ped 40, anno 33^Elizabeth, sister and heir of Sir Robert Anthony, named in 

Henry YI.— JStcil. 36 Henry VI. j Hilton, of Swme, in oom. York. his &ther*s wilL 

Joim Melton^Margaret, daughter of WiUiam Lord Fiti-hugh, liying 2 Henry YIII. 

' 1 

1. Alice, daughter of John=y=Sir John Melton, ob. 11 July, 1 510. — Inq, apud^^. Eleanora, widow of Sir John 

Stanley, of Pipe, ob. 1493. Bothirham 20 October, 2 Hen, VUI. Zouche.— JBfcA. II Hen. VTH, 

I 
Sir John Melton, «t. 30., anno 2 Henry YIII., ob. 26 February, 36^=Catherine, daughter of Sir Hugh Hastings, 

Hen. YIII.— ^. 18 September, 38 Hen. VHI. of Fenwick. 

r — "^ -^— __—_-—---——-—-—--_— —J 

Dorothy Melton, sole daughter and heir set. 38. anno 38 Hen. YIII., and then wife of George Lord Darcy, who thereby 
acquired the manor of Aston, — the burial place of the Melton Cunily. — Vide Darey qfAeton. 



GEFFERT DE LUCIE.— (49 Hbn. III.) 

Of this name, it appears there were two Yery eminent branches^ though probably emana- 
ting from one parent root, of which no mention is made : so that whether Reginald de 
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Luc^, who married Anaflibel^ one of the daughters and coheirs of William Fitz-Dmicah, 
. by Alioe^ the iieiress of Egremont, which barony he thereby acquired, and passed, as al- 
ready mentioned, into the £amily of Multon, was related to Richard de Lucie, to whom 
king Henry I. gave the manor of Disce, in Norfolk, and who in the reign of Hen. II. was 
* Dugd. Bar. appointed to the great office of Justice of England, is uncertain. Dugdale observes,* he 
* •• ^' could never yet discover the parentage of the former, nor does he give any account of 

the origin of the latter. Similarly uncertain is the the parentage of 

Greffery (by some called Godfrey) de Lude, who at the coronation of king Richard I. 
t lUd. bore the cap of state.t He was a person of great action, and consequence in his day, and 

dying the 36 Hen. III., left Geffery his son and heir, which 

Oeffery de Lucie, taking part with the baroi^ under Simon de Montfort, was one 
of those called to the parliament summoned by the confederated lords in the king's name 
t Dagd. Lists to meet at London the 49 Hen. III.]: After their defeat at Evesham, he made his peace 
and became a loyal subject. He died oirc. 12 Edw. I., leaving £«lianore his wife surviv- 
ing, and Geffery his son and heir, then in minority, whidi 

Geffery de Lucie on attaining his majority, and doing his homage, had livery of his 
inheritance, the 16 Edw. I., and had summons to parliament the twenty-fifth of the same 
reign, but never after; so that Dugdale says, ^^ further I cannot say of him ^ nor indeed 
does it seem needful, as no baronial inhentanee can be supposed acquired from the two 
writs of summons before mentioned. 

In the much laboured account of the family of Lucy, which obtained the honour of 
a baronet's patent, and was seated at Broxburn, the connection with the aforesaid families 
is not shown, though a. very ilhutrious lineage is endeavoured to be set out. The name 
is presumed to have been taken from isome. place in Normandy. 



LUMLEY.— (8 Ric. II.) 

This family, undoubtedly of very great antiquity, as elaborately set forth in Mr. Collinses 
Peerage)^ yet did not attain to the rank of Nobility till the time of Ric. II., when 

Ralph de Lumley had mnimons to parliament among the barons of the realm, the 
8 Ric. II., and from thence to the 1 Hen. IV. whep being concerned with divers others 
of the nobility to restore' king Richard, he was slain at Cirencester, and b^i^ attainted, 
his newly created honour was forfeited. 

^ An anecdote is related of king James I., that when on hia route from Scotland to take possession of the .Bng- 
lish throne, he stopped at Lnmley Castle, and was there entertained by the noble baron, who condacted his majesty 
lAirongh the long gidlery eontadniug tiie portraits of the Lnmley teafly for many generatioiiSi whk^ eo sorpiwed the 
long) tiiathettcWnad, **H€fUd^mv9rkmt^b^fifnihistih9Hnumf^JL^ 
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Thomas de Lumley^ grandKm of the last baron, being son andbeir of John de Lum- 
ley who was restored in blood by parliament in 1411, brother and heir of Thomas (who 
died infra statem in 1404), eldest son of Ralph tke first baron, obtained an act of par- 
liament in 1461,* reversing the attainder of his grandfather, and was thereupon summoned * Rot Pari, 
to parliament from the 1 Edw. lY. to the 12 Hen. YIL, about which time he deceased, yoL v,] p 486. 
1497. 

Geo^ Lumley, son and heir of Thomas, was nerer summoned to parliament, and 
died in 150S, leaving 

Bichard Lumley his grandson and heir, (who was son and heir of Thomas Lumley, 
his eldest son^ who died vi. pat), which Richard had summons from the 1 to the 3 Hen. 
VIII. : to the said last writ it is noted on the roll martuus est, ut dicUur. 

John Lumley, his son and heir, succeeded to the barony, and had summons the 6 
Hen. YIIL, and in divers parliaments afterwards. In the 28 Hen. YIII. he was in that 
insurrection called the Pilgrimage of Grace, but on a pardon being offered, tibe insurgents 
delegated him to treat with the duke of Norfolk, the king's general, when, he so well accom- 
modated all matters witli the duke, that all concerned in the rising were permitted to go 
home without being questioned for their c^ence* Thus he so far saved himself; but his 
son Geoige being concerned in another insurrection with the lord Darcy and others, was 
apprehended, committed to the Tower, and being arraigned and found guilty of high trea- 
son suffered death the 29 Hen. YIII., vi. pat. 

By this unhappy event the barony became fbrfieited to the crown, so that upon the 
decease of John lord Lumley, it could not descend to tibe children of Gteorge, who had 
issue a son John and two daughters, viz : Jane, who married Geffery Markham, esq., 
and died s.p. ; and Barbara, who married Humphrey Lloyd, esq., hereafter mentioned* 

John Lumley, son and heir <^ the attainted (Seorge, at the deatii of his grandfather 
was an infant; but on his petition the 1 Edw. YL, he was restored in blood by act of 
parliament, 1547, wheieby it was enacted ^^ that he and the heirs male of his body should 
have, holdf ev^oy, aud bear the name and dignity, state and pre-^Bminence of a baron of the 
realm ;^^ whereby a new barony of Lumley was created, and limited by express woixls to 
the said John in tail male; the ancient barony reytnaioing vested in the crown, by reason 
of the attainder of George his father. 

Tliis John. lord Iiun;iley, afterwards lived in great hon<Mir and pablic estimation : 
his first wife was Jaike, eldeat. of tiie two daughters and coheirs of Henry jtitz-Alan, earl / 

of Arundel, by which lady he had issue Charles, Thomas, land Mary, who died in their 
infEincy ; his. second wife was Elizabeth, daughter of John lord Darcy, of Chich, who 
survived him s. p.; . j3ot having any aurviving isaue, the barony created in him upon his 
death in 1609 became extinct. 

In March, 1723, the Rev. Dr. lioyd, of Cheam, Surrey, as heir general of Barbara 
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Lmnley^ sister and heir of the aforesaid John lord Lumley^ by her husband Humphrey 
Lloyd, esq., claimed the barony of Lomley, setting forth that he was heir general in 
descent from Ralph Lumley, summoiied to parliament by writ the 8 Ric. IL His peti- 
tion was referred to the house of lords, when their lordships resolved '^ that he, the 
petitioner, had not any right to a writ of simimons to parliament as prayed by his petition/^ 

The report of their lordships, recites. Viz : ^^ That by the act of parliament of 1 Edw. 
YL, a new barony of Lumley was created, and Umited by express words to John 
lord Lumley, in tail male ; and that upon his death withomt issue male, it became extinct.'^ 

*^ That the attainder of George Lumley is not reversed by the said act, but remains 
yet in force, and that the restitution of John lord Lumley in blood only, while the at- 
tainder remains unreversed, coidd not possibly revive the ancient barony, which was 
before merged in the crown, in consequence of that attainder/^ 

Dr. Lloyd hsving been opposed by the earl of Scarborough, the heir male of the 
Lumley family, the following extract from the codicil to his will, dated 29 Dec., 17^9 
will show how he resented that opposition, viz : ^*I give to the right hon. the earl of 
Scarborough the body of Richard Lumley, knight, late viscount Waterford, in Ireland, 
with the leaden coffin in which the same is enclosed, now deposited in the vault, or 
burying place belonging to our family, in or near the parish church of Cheam afore- 
said ; with full liberty to transport and carry away the same, and make such use thereof 
as he shall think fit.'^ 

Dr. Lloyd had three sisters, Elizabeth, Susan, and Catharine ; in whom, with him- 
self, was centred the representation of the elder branch of the Lumley family. 



LUTEREL.— (45 Hbn. III. and 22 Edw. I.) 

* cunu., 14 Andrbw, SOU and heir of Geffery Luterel* by Trethesenta his wife, daughter and coheir 
Hen. in., m. ^ William Pagnel, lord of Imham, in the county of Lincoln, by Avicia his wife, widow 

of William de Courcy, was one of those eminent persons, who as a baron, was summoned 
t Ciaiu. Rot. to attend a parliament called by the king's writ to meet in London the 45 Hen. Ill.f 
m. .,in ono g^ jj^j shortly afterwards, 49 Hen. III., and was succeeded by 

Greffery de Luterel his son and heir, who not being conyw mentiiy the custody of 

his person was given to Alexander his brother; and William de Gray, whose daughter 

he had married, had the tnkion of his children. 

Robert de Luterel, his son and heir, held Imham per baroniam, and had summons 

to parliament the 22 and 23 Edw. I. ; but this last parliament was ppprogued, of which 
X i>ag<i. LutB he was informed.]: Shortly after this he deceased, the 25 Edw. I., being then seised of 

Hoton Painell, in the county of York, and of Imham, in the county of Lincoln. 
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Oeffery Luterel, his son and heir, never had summons to parliament, nor any of 
his descendants ; but ui 1768, a junior branch of this family, 

Simon Luterel, whose sister married His Royal Highness the duke of Cumberland, 
brother to his majesty George III., was created baron Imham, of Luttrelstown, in Ireland ; 
in 1781 was made yiscount Carhampton, of Castlehaven ; and 1785 was advanced to the 
dignity of earl of Carhampton. 

Gefferey de Laterel, ob. 2 Hen. III.^TreiheBeiitai daughter and coheir of William Paynel. 

Andrew son and heir, snmmoned to parUamentrpPetronella, daughter of Philip Mare, 
45 Hen. III., ob. 49 Hen. III. tiving 3 Edw. I. 



it?fP( 



1 . GeiSery, non compos^ daughter of 2. Alexander, guardian of Greffery, had feast Quantockshead, 

u III. 



mentis, 58 Hen. III. I William de Gray. in the county of Somerset, by grant of his fkther. 

Robert, summoned to parliament 22 and 23 Edw. I., ob. 25 Edw. I.^Joanna 



.^J( 



Geffery.=^Agnes Guy. 

Andrew, the Andreas.^Hawisia Geffery.^=Con8tantia, dan. of Geoffery Scroope. 

Andrew, ob* 21 Richard 11.^ 

Geffery, dead^Maria, liying 7 (2nd. husband) Godf^re^^Hawista Iiuterel,=p^l8t. husband) 

7 Hen. V. Hen. V. de Hilton, 6 Hen. V. ] sister and heir. | Thomas Belesby. 



f 



I :~r 



terel,=p^lst. 
sir. Thon 



(rodfrey son and ^ Xliomas Belesby, infra ' Elizabeth, sister & heir, mar. John Pygot. 

heir, 1 Edw. IV. I «etatem,l Hen. VI. fTV'ii. Rot. 8 Hen. VI., m. IB.J 

I * 1 

Godfrey, son and heir, 12 Edw. IV. Elizabeth Hilton, daughter and heir, married Richard Thymelby. 



MALTRAVERS.— (4 Edw. III.) 

The account of this family in Dugdale's Baronage is very unconnected^ as observed by 

Mr. Hutchins, in his History of Dorsetshire,* who says, it is not drawn up with the usual * V. ii., p. 113 

accuracy of that celebrated baronagian. But, as to reconcile differences of statement with 

regard to the more early descents, before any one had summons to parliament to obtain 

baronial rank, is not relevant to the subject of this work, it may suffice to state that 

John Maltravers, and John his son, were both summoned by the distinctions of 
senior and junior, to attend at Carlisle, eqtds et armisy the 1 Edw. III. ;t but that f IHigd. Lists 
summons was manifestly not a call to parliament. In the 4 Edw. III., by writ dated 25 °™™' 
of January, John Maltravers, with the addition of junior, was summoned to a parliament 
to assemble at Winchester, and by a writ dated the 15 of June, the same year, John 
Maltravers, without disttnction^ was summoned to a great council to be holden at Oseney,]: ^ ibid, 
whioh seems to inAcate that it was the father y and not the son^ to whom that writ was 
addressed ; and by another writ dated 23 October^ the same 4 Edw. III., John Maltra- 
vers, with the addition of junior, was summotied to a parliament to meet at Wa8tminster.§ § ibid. 



"l 
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From this last mentioned period the name is not mentioned in any summons till by 
writ dated 15 November^ 25 Edw. III., John Maltrayers is smmioned to a pariiament 
to be holden at Westminster. The next mention of the name is in the 35 Edw. III., 
when by writ dated the 1 5 th of March, John Maltrayers is summoned with others, to 
attend a council at Westminster, on the troubled state of Ireland, he being possessed of 
lands in that country. 

John Maltrayers, the son, died in the lifetime of his father, the 23 Edw. III., so 
that the subsequent writs of the 25 and 35 Edw. III. must haye been addressed to the 
father who did not die till the 38 Edw. III., then leaying Joane, the wife of John de 
Kaynes, set. twenty-two, and Eleanor the wife of John, the second son of Richard, earl 
of Arundel, eet. nineteen, his granddaughters and heirs. 

John MaltrsferBi mimmoned equis et aimis to CarUdey^EU, dau. of Maurice 
H 1 Edw. III., ob. 38 Edw. llh-^Bteh., no. 27. Berkeley. 

John, fiunmoned with hia fiither 1 Edw. III., ob. vi. pat. 23 Edw. III.=f:Wentliana 

, , I 

Henry, ob. yI. avi, 8.p. Joane, m. let Robert Rooa, 2nd John de Kaynes, 8.p. Eleanor, sole heir.=T;John Fits Alan. 

John de Anindel, sire Fiti Alan. 

I ' 

John Fiti Alan, snooeeded to the Earldom of AnmdiL 



FITZ-ALAN, siVB ARUNDEL, BARON MALTRAYERS.— (1 Richard II.) 

John Fitz-Alan, having married Eleanor, the heiress of the barony of Maltavers, (if 
such it was) had summons to parliament the 1 Ric. II., as John de Atvndd, and so in 
the 2 and 3 Ric. 11^ which writs were probably in consequence of his said marriage; 
but not haying allusion in them to the Maltravers barony, they purport to have created 
in him a new personal barony of de Arundel, although he is frequently styled lord Mai* 
travers. 

John Fitz-Alan his grandson, eventually succeeded to the earldom of Arundel, as 
heir male of entail, on which event the said barony of de Arundel became merged in the 
eaiidom, but he never had sunmions to parliament by either dignity. 

John Fits- Alan, or de Arundel, his son and heir, the 7 Hen. YI., was summoned to 
parliament as '^John Arundel de Arundel, Chk^y without any reference to the Maltravers 
title. In the II Hen. YI. he petioned to be summoned as earl of Arundel, and con* 
sidered as earl by tenure of the castle, which was allowed, but he was never summoned 
after, ^ther as a baron, or an earL He died in 1434, and was sucoesded by his soil 

Humphry, who died shortly after, in 14379 B.p., and was succeeded by his unde 

WQliitti, who died in 14879 leaving Thomas his son and heir, which 
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Tlomfti earl of Aimiddi had summons to parliameMl m ih» Itfptime of tua iBftber, by 
writ, ^ Thomm Armid de Mautrm^ers MiM,'' in.tibe M Edbir. IV^ ihe 1 Ric III^ and 
die 1 Hen. VII., being tiae first conneedon of the same of Anuidel wkh tfai^ of Maltn^ 
vers. He died in 1584»ka;nng 

WilHam Fka^Alan, earl of Anmdd^ his son and heir, who died in L54Sy having had 
iasiie Henry his son and heir, who, in his lifetinie had smnmons to periiament from the 
35 to die 35 Hen. YIIL, as ''Hemy FUz-JUam de MairawerB. This 

Henry hating sncoeeded his fiidier in die earldom of Anmdel, was the last earl of his 
name and £Eimily. He died in 1579, leaving only female issue, two danghlers, who were 
his coheirs : of these, Joane married John lord Lumley, and had two sons and a daughter, 
who died in their infancy; Mary the other daughter and coheir married Thomas Howard, 
fourth duke of Norfolk; and, having by the fedlure of issue from her sister Joane, lady 
Lnmley, become sole heir of Hairy earl of Arundel, and baron De Anmdd, de Maktr*- 
rers, die carried die eaoidom and diat barony into Ihe Howasd £unily.* 

Thomas duke of Norfolk being afterwards beheaded and attainted, all his honours 
became forfisited; but the earldom of Arondd, annexed to the tenure and possession of 
the casde, with the barony of Arundel de Maltravars, belonging to the inheritance of his 
wife, desoended to her son and heir 

Hiilip HowBid, who thereupon became earl of AnmdeL He was attainted in 1590, 
but was not executed, and died a prisoner in the Tower. 

Thomas, son and heir of Philip, was restored in blood to all such honours as his 
father had enjoyed ; and likewise as earl of Surrey ; and to such dignities of baronies as 
Thomas duke of Norfolk, his grandfather, lost by his attainder* And by act of parlia- 
ment the 3 Car* I., (I6279) die earldom of Arundel, with the tides and dig^ties of the 
baronies of Fit^Alan, Chin, and Oswaldestre,^ and Maltravers were annexed to the tide, 
honour, and dignity of the earl of Arundel, and together with the earldom, were settled 
upon him and die heirs male of his body; and in default upon the heirs of his body ; and 
in default upon a series of heirs male of other branches of the Howard fiunily : and under 
these limitations the aforesaid tides and honours have since continued to descend. 

It may here be considered how far the barony of Arundel de Maltravers, or Maltra- 
vers, (which are the same,) having its origin by writ of summons, and as such descendable 

A It does not appear how, or when, the castle of Anmdel was made descendable to an heir female, it hayfaif 
come to John Fits Alan, grandson to John who married the heiress of Maltravers, by yirtoe of a fine and settlement 
made in fitvonr of the heir male, in prejudice to the daughters and coheirs of Richard, earl of Anmdel, and sisters 
and coheirs to Thomas, eait of Anmdel, whodifld ft.p. the 8 kmg Hen. V. 

* 

b* Fits-Alan, Cfam, and Oswaldestre were never distinct baronies. Fits Alan was the mere name of the lord of 
these territoriea ; and FHs Alan was nerer mmuttonsd to parliament so as to acquire a haroaj bj writ desoendable in 
blood. All die tenitorU lordships of the ftmily might havo been deognatod with equal pvoprioty of 

VQL. I P p 
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to heirs geheral^ is affected by the annexation of it to the course of limitation prescribed 
by the act of paorliament ; and whether such limitation by making a different course of 
descent is not thereby the creation of a new barony of Maltravers. Under the original 
descent, the lords Stourton and Petre would be the coheirs thereto* 

Thomas Howard^ grandson of the said Thomas earl of Arundel, by act of parliament 

29 Dec, 1660, was restored to the dukedom of Norfolk, with the precedence of his anoes-^ 

tor John duke of Norfolk, first created by king Richard III.; which act was afterwards 

confirmed by another act, settling the succession upon the heirs male of the bodies of 

* VmJ« CoU. numerous branches of the Howard family.* 

Peer., toi. i., ^ 

■lleaitKmf. 

MANNERS OF HADDON.— (31 Charles II.) 

John Manners, son and heir apparent of John, eighth earl of Rutland^ had summons 

to parliament vUa patris^ as ^^ John Manners de Haddon Chw^/^ and was introduced, and 
t Jmm. Dom. took his seat 2 May, 1679.t This summons of creation appears to have originated firom 

the barony of Ros, having been separated from the Manners family, in the way which 
X Tide Rob. will be found detailed under the article of Ros.| 

This John succeeded his fetber as the ninth earl of Rutland, and was afterwards^ in 

1703, created marquess of Granby, and duke of Rutland, in which dignity this barony is 

now merged. 

MANNY.— (21 Edw. III.) 

Walter de Manny, (an alien in the diocessof Cambray) was one of the most eminent 

commanders in the wars of France, temp. Edw. III., was in the famous battle t>f Cressy, 

and at the winning of Calais, where the king himself, and the prince, fought under his 

banner. He was a knight of the Garter, and had summons to parliament v among the 

barons of the realm from the 21 to the 44 Edw. III., and d3ring the 46 of the same reign, 

was buried in the monastery of the Carthusians (now commonly called the Charter House) 

I Dug. Bar. which he had founded.§ He married Margaret, daughter and coheir of Thomas of Bro^ 

'' ^' ' therton, earl of Norfolk^ (widow of John de Segrave) and had issue a son Thomas, (un- 

H Sandford'e noticed by Dugdale) who was drowned in a well at Deptford in his childhood, || and a 

etiam Weew clt^^gl^tei* Anne, his heir, who married John de Hastings, second earl of Pembroke, whose 

F' 43a- gQn John, the third earl, dying s.p., the barony of Manny became extinct. 

MARMYUN OP SCRIVELSBY.— (45 Hen. III.) 

N. 

Philip de Marmyun had summons to that parliament which was called by writ tO' 
L & iTboa! ™^^ ^ London the 45 Hen. IIL^f but died the 20 Edw. I., before any regular series of 
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summons is to be found on record. He steadily sopportod the king during his conten- 
tion with the rebel barons under Simon de Montfort; and on the surrender of Kenilworth 
castle was appwited governor thereof. At the time of his decease he was found by 
inquisition* to hold the castle of Tamwofth by knighf s sendee, finding three soldiers for * J^' ^,. 

dfiiEV^* JLv# la*00* 

thirty days at his own expense for the wars in Wales ; and to hold the manor of Scrivelsby 
in the county of Lincoha, per baromasBj and in grand serjeanty, by the service of being 
champion to the king's of England on their coronation day. By his first wife Joane, 
youngest daughter and coheir to Hugh de Kilpec^f he had issue Joane, who married t Fin. Rot. 28 

vT^Mtt III vn O 

William Mortein, s.p.; Mazera, who married Ralph de Cromwell; and Maud, who married 

Ralph Boteler. By his second wife, Mary Cantilupe, he had issue an only daughter, 

also named Joane, ot. eight at her father's death ; to her, in the divison of the estates, 

the manor and barony of Scrivelsby was assigned. She married to her second husband, 

Henry Hilary ; but to her first husband. Sir Thomas de Ludlowe, by whom she had issue 

a son and heir Thomas, whose only daughter and jleir Margaret married Sir John Dy- 

moke, knight, who thereby acquired the manor and barony of Scrivelsby, in right 

whereof he performed the office of king's champion on the coronation day of Ric. II.J t Coron. Bot. 

From that period to the present day the manor and barony of Scrivelsby have contin- ^ y^. £ 

ued in the possession of the Dymoke family, and the office of king's champion has 

been executed personally by them at every coronation which has been celebrated.§ § "^^^ Coron. 

Rot. Ragaai* 



.MARMYUN OF WITRINGHAM.— (22 Edw. I.) 

John Marhtun, grandson of Robert Marmyun, a younger half brother of Robert the 
father of Philip, held Witringham and other lands in the county of Lincoln ; and also 
West and East Tanfield, with divers manors in the county of York. He had summons 
to parliament the 22 and 25 Edw. I., and afterwards from the 7 to the 20 Edw. II., ac- 
cording to Dugdale's Index to his Lists of Summons ; but on referring to the writs of 
the several intervening years, the name of John Marmyun only appears in the 7> 14, 15, 
and 20 Edw. II.,{| as he is said to have died the 16 Edw. II., the summons of the 20th it Dug. 1M§ 

Oi SfUB* 

must apply to John his son, which 

John Marmyun had summons from the said 20 Edw. II. to the 9 Edw. III., inclu- 
sive, about which time he deceased, leaving two daughters, and 

Robert his son and heir, who never had summons to parliament, and died s.p., when 
his two sisters became his coheirs ; of which, Joane married Sir John Bemack, knight, 
and Avice married Sir John Orey, of Rotherfield,^ to whom she was second wife. The % vide Gm 
said Robert Marmyim being very infirm, and not having any issue, and being desirous for RoawnuU. 
the continuance of his name, by the advice of his friends, married his sister Avice to Sir 



soe 
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Jolm Qrefy and aettled Ut lands on eonditioii that their lasne shonld take the name of 
Marmyon. None of thk line hoirerer had summons to parliament by the Mannymititle. 

Jolm Mvmywiy flimmoBed to parikneat 28 B4w. I., ob. l6 Edw. 11.^ 

I ■ ' ' 

John, second baron, ob. 9 Edw. III.SpMand, daughter of Lord Famival. 



Robert, 3rd baron, Joane, sister and coheir, married ATioe, sister an^=pJohn Lord Grey of Rotherfield, 

. p. Sir John Bemadc, Knt. 



ob« s. p. 



coheir. 






(second wife). 



John Grey, took the nameP^EIizabeth, sister to I. Robert Grey, took the^y^ra, dan. and coh. of ^2. John St. 



of Maittynn« a* p« 



LonSt Qdntin. 



ueix vrivj, uwK uie-puara, oaa. ana con. oi "T'A. «roiui 

of Mamgrim. j Herbert St QnmtiB.* 1 Qmntln. 



Elisabeth, danghter and heir.=r=Sir Henry Kts H«gh. 

"^ Issue, vide Fits Hugh. 



Herbert, s. p. 



• Fide OriginaUa 83 Edw. III., Bot. 22, jBfor.— Lon, axid EUabeth daagfaten and hein of Heri)ert de 8L Qaintin. 
If .B.— In West T«nlleld Chureb, are, or were several monuments for the If anDytm family. 



MARMYUN OF TORINGTON.— (49 Hbn. III.) 

William Marmyun, next brother to Robert, the grandfather to John of Witringham^ 
before mentioned, had Torington, in the county of Lincohi, and taking part with the con- 
federated barons xinder Simon de Montfort, was so highly estimated, that he was one of 
those who was summoned to that parliament which they in the king's name called by 
writ to meet in London the 49 Hen. III., after which time no farther mention occurs 
of him, either as to the period of his death, of any marriage, or of any issue ; but under 
the aforesaid summons^ no parliamentary barony can be considered to have been created 
in him. 



Robert de Marmyun, temp. William the Conqneror.=j=Milicent 

Robert de Marmynn,* temp. Hen. I., ob. oire. Sept. 1142-3.^Maad de Beanchamp. 

^Robert, temp. Hen. 11., ob. drc 2 Hen. III., 1218.=j=2. Fhilippa , nlictof 

kobert, ob. 26 Hen. Ill.y RoUrt, of ITitiingham. William of IVirinton, 49 Oeo. III. 



I. 



1. Joane Kilpec^Philip, ob. 20 Bdw. I.^. Vbxf Cantihipe. WnHun. 



Joane, m. Wm. Mor- Masera, m. Ralph Hand, married 1. lliomatf^oane, obiit^2. Henry John8amm.to 
tein, ob. 23 Bd. I., s.p. CnmimlL-i Ralph Bolder, de Lodlow. 1 23 Sd. HI. 1 Hflary. pari. 2S Ed. I. 



r 



r 



Joane, mar. AleMinder Pkvville. Thomas de Ladlow. Sdimrd, ob. ti. ^aL-^Vide Burton's Leieett^, p. 142^ 

, 1 Sf PheUa 21 BSht. J37. 

MargaMt, daughter aad hdr, maixied Sir John Dpnokei Ik qno Sir Hnry lijmok», Bart., qii nqw eft 



* Hs hdd the Oaile ofFontney In Kormaaidy, temp. Uaf Stephen ; there Ii a small towa called Fontnep k Marmfvn, near Caeo. 
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MARESCHALL, OR MARSHALL, OF HENGHAM.— (45 Hbn. IIL 

AND 2 Edw. IL) 

John Mareschall, called by Dugdale nephew to William, earl of Pembroke, married 
Aliva, one of the daughters, and coheirs of Hubert de Rie, baron of Hengbam, in the 
county of Norfolk, and thereby acquired that lordship or barony. He had issue John 
his successor, who died s.p., and William, heir to his brother,* which * Bloin.Norf. 

William Mareschall had summons to that parliament which was called, by the king's edit! 8yo. 
writ to meet in London the 45 Hen. IILf He adhered to the rebel barons under t ciaos. m. 3» 
Simon de Montfort, and circ. 50 Hen. III. died, leaving John his son and heir, whidi 

John Mareschall was never summoned to parliament, dying the 12 Edw. I.,* before 
any writs are upon reoord, to evidence such a summons. 

William his son and heir, at his father's death, was about five years of age ; but alter 
attaining his majority, was, in the S4 Edw. I., in the wars of Scotland ; and afterwards 
httd summons to parliament from the 2 to the 7 Edw. 11.,^ when be died, leaving John 
his son and heir, who died tiiree years after, in the 10 Edw. II., s.p., leaving Ela Ms 
wife surviving, who re-married Robert Fitz Paine, (to whom she was second wife,) and 
Hawyse his sister and heir; which 

Hawyse Mareschall married Robert de Morley,t and with a great inheritance car- t ^ P«rl. 
ried to him also the marshalship of Ireland, which had been granted in fee to her ancestor, m. 8, pan. 2. 
John de Mareschall, by king John.§ ^^ 32/ 

* 

MARTIN.— (23 Edw. I.) 

Nicholas Martin (descended from Martin de Tours, a Norman, who, m&k]ng''» con- 
quest of Kemeys in Pend^rokesbire, obtained tiiat territory) manied Maud, dan^ter of 
Gkty de Brian, by Eve his wife, daughter and hdyr of Henry de Traei, and by this mar- 
riage became lord of Barnstaple, and other large possessions in the county of Devon. 
His grandson, 

William Martin (son of Nidiokis, who died vL pat.) had wiramniw to paarfiament 

a b SaliMiK's HertfofdBlttDB, (p. 192,) it ii nil tbttt Chiistiiui* dftoghtw and hnroi RaiiBrtHti Walter, by 
Dmrorgail, danghtcr and €tkm of Joha ds Bmsk de IflnfiDol* mir ried. Mawoiidi ; whom nm WUUm 

had isaae John, t. p. ; and, Hawyie, who mannd Bobert Moikj. 

^ Though the "yw*** of WiUiam Mareschall does not appear in any writ of smnmons during tbt reign of BdWr 
I., yet he ia mentioned as harfaig sabsciibed the letter to the pope, in the parKament at Lincdn, 29 Idw. I., bemg 
then designated «« WiUielmut MamehiOhu Domhmt de Hengktm.^^—fVide IhufdMt JAiU ofBummm,) 
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from fhe 23 Edw. I. to the 18 Edw. II., at whose coronation he was one of the nobles 
?52!?^\*^ summoned to attend,* 

1 Edw. 11. 

In the 29 Edw. I. he was among those who at the parliament at Lincoln subscribed 
the fiunous letter to the pope, being then designated ** ffUUelmus Martin Damimu de 
Camesip.*' He died circ. 18 Edw. 11.^ leaying* William Martin his son and heir, who, 
unless the summons of the 19 Edw. II. applied to him, never had summons to parlia- 
ment, but died s.p., according to Dugdale, the next year, (i. e., after his Cither) leaving 
Eleanor his sister then married to William de Columbers, aged forty, and James the son 
of Nicholas de Audley, by Joane his other sister, at that time aged fourteen, his heirs. 



riuiam, 



WiUiun Martin, nimiiiODed to paiUuneat 23 Edw. I.=y=EleaM>r, daughter of William de Mohnn. 

William, ion and heir, Eleanor, sister and heir, married Nicholas de^pJoane, sister and 

«b. s. p. WiDiam de Colomben,* s. p. Andlej. 



1. Joane Mortimer.=^ameB de Andlej, ob. 9 Bie. II.=r4. Isabel. 

Nicholas Lord Audley, Joane,t married 3Cargaret,t married Sir Margant,t married ¥Vilke, son 

ob. 15 Rtc. II., 8. p. John Tudiet. Boger Hilary^ Knt. of FnUce Ftta Warine. 

• TlMiiame of wmam Colimib«ri is hare oientioiied from Dofdak hsvinf so skated it mdor the trtkk of Martin ; while oaiv 
Cdomben and Andlej be ezpreedjr ealla him PkOip ; which move oorreetly is conaidered to hare been hie right namew-^FSde PkOif 
de Cbhmb e rt Etinait 19 Sdw. II.) Sir Hairia Nieolas hi bij Synopela baa followed Dugdale in tiie name of JFOlMni Colomben. 

f Between the bein repreeentative of fbeee three daaghtere and oohein the barony of Martin ii in abeyance, it never having been 
determined by the Audley barony going into the deeeendaate of Bir John Tuehet 



ifAUDUIT, WILLIAM.— (45 Hen. III.) 

Op this £unily there were divers branches, bat their connection with each other is very 
confusedly given by Dngdale. 

William Mauduit was chamberlain to king Hen. I., and marrying Mand, daughter 

of Michael Hanslape, acquired with her the barony of Hanslape, in the county of Buck- 

t Dog. Bar., ingham.t He most probably was the progenitor of all the other houses, and by his great 

' *^' power enabled to settle them in the large possessions which they held in divers counties. 

From him descended 

William Mauduit, who married Alice, daughter of Walteran earl of Warwick, and 
t Bsoh.n. 22. died the 41 Hen. III.,t leaving William his son and heir, which 



» Vide Pat. Jtsf., 26 Edw, /., m. l.,|Mirf 2.— A treaty for marriage of Edward, son and heir of WiUian Mar- 
tin, lord of Kemeys, with Janetta, daughter of John Lord Hastings ; and of Alianore, danghter of the said ^^lliain« 
with William son and heir of the said Lord Hastifigs; it may therafore he assumed that the said Edward died vi^ 
patris, before any marriage took plaoe ; or otherwise s.p. 

It also appears that thia William had a second wife, Margaret, who sorriTed him, and ie*married with RobeK 
de WatoviUe; nnlem William his son» who died so soon after \am,^(E9tr. 19 Edw. XT., Rot. 28.> 
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William Mauduit appears to be the same who by the name of WiUiam MauduU de 
Helnuley, had summons to that parliament which was called by writ to meet in London 
the 45 Hen. III.,* after which in right of his mother he became earl of Warwick, but * ^•"- »• * 

. m Dono. 

died the 52 Hen. IIL, when William Beauchamp, son of his sister Isabel, succeeded him 
in the inheritance of the earldom of Warwick, as also of his other estates. 



MAUDUIT, (JOHN).— (16 Edw. III.) 

Of this John Mauduit, Dugdale observes,t that he was cousin and heir to another John, f Dog. Bv.r 
but who that John was, he makes not any mention. By the name of John Mauduit he ^ ' ''^* 
had summons to a great council to be holden at Westminster, the 16 Edw. HL,]: after x Dug. Llit» 
when he is not any more noticed by any similar writ, nor any of his descendants. He 
died the 21 Edw. III., being then seised, with Agnes his wife, of the manor of Somer- 
ford Mauduit, in the county of Wilts, where his residence was, and of other lands in 
the same county, leaving John, his son and heir, aged fifteeen. 

MAULEY.— (45 Hbn. III., and 23 Edw. I.) 

Pbteb de Mauley, a Poictevin, obtained the barony of Mulgrave, in the county of 
York, by marriage with Isabel, daughter and heir of Robert de Tumham, by Joan his 
wife, daughter and heir of William Fossard, lord of Doncaster, in the county of York, 
which lordship the said Peter also acquired. 

Peter de Mauley, his son, (called Peter the second) married Joan, daughter of Peter 
de Brus, of Skelton, and died the 26 Hen. III., leaving 

Peter de Mauley, (the third) his son and heir, who was summoned to that parliament 
called by the king's writ§ to meet in London the 45 Hen. IIL He married Nichola, | ciau. m.w 
daughter of Gilbert, son of Gilbert de Giant, earl of Lincoln, and was succeeded by his ^''^- 
son and heir 

Peter de Mauley, (the fourth) who the 7 Edw. I., doing his homage> and paying one 
hundred pounds for hia relief, had livery of all his lands, which he held of the king in 
capite, by barony of the inheritance^ of William de Fossard, and had summons to parlia- 
ment from the 23 Edw. I. to the 3 Edw. II., at whose coronation he was one of the barons 
summoned to attend. 

In the 29 Edw. I. though not summoned to the parliament at Lincoln, he was among 
fliose who had their seals affixed to the letter to the pope, being designated *^ Petrus de 
Maiolacu de Mtdgrave.^^ He died 3 Edw. IL, leaving by Eleanor his wife,L dauj^ter of 
Thomaa lord Furnival.. 
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Peter de Mauley (the fiftti) his son and heir> who had summons to parliament from 

the 5 Edw. II. to the 9 Edw. III. as Peter de Manley ; and from the 9 to the 28 Edw. 

III. as Peter de Mauley Lt qmd^ He died the 29 Edw. III., having had issue by 

* Orig. Margaret his wife, daughter of Robert lord de CSiffbrd, who surviyed him.* 

Rot. 37,'Ebor. Peter de Mauky, his son and heir, who had summons to parliament from die 29 



Edw. III., to the 6 Richard II., as Peter de Mauley le mme, (the sixth) excepting in some 
of the latter writs. 

He was twice married ; his second wife was Constance, one of the daughters and 
t Vide coheirs of Thomas de Sutton, of Holdemesse,t whom he left surviving ; his first wife was 

Elizabeth, daughter of Nicholas lord Meinell, widow of John lord Darcy, by whom he had 
a son Peter, who died in his lifetime, leaving by Margery his wife, another of the daugh- 
ters and coheirs of Thomas de Sutton, of Holdemesse, a son Peter and two daughters, 
viz : Constance and Elizabeth. Deceasing the 6 Ric. II. he was succeeded by the said 
Peter de Mauley his grandson and heir, who had simimons from the 22 Ric. II. to 
the 3 Hen. V., when he died. He married Maud, daughter of Ralph Nevill, earl of 
Westmorland ; but not having any issue, lus two sisters, (before mentioned) became his 
coheirs in the barony of Mauley of Mulgrave, and in the moiety of the barony of Sut» 
ton of Holdmesse ; of these, Constance latarried, first, William Fairfax, s.p.; and secondly. 
Sir John Bigot, knight, and had issue ; and ESlizabeth married Greorge Salvin, or Sal- 
vaine, esq., and also had issue. 

Petar le Mankaf, tfac 7th, ob. tL paL^Matgerfp daughter and eoheir of Thonas de Sotton, of Holdemeise. 
Beter, the 8th fc last bar* CoiistBBoe,Bltter&coh.; lal^npSir Mm Bigot, KHt,2]id has., EIkabeth,a»^spGeergeSal- 



, 8. p. I of ] 



on, ob. 3 Hea. Y., a. p. hna., WilHam EBufax, a. p. I of MoolgraTe, jure axons. ter and coh. 

Fnadu, son €c hmr^ 8.p. R«ph« alaia at Towton.^A]me, daa. of Load Gteystoke. Sir John 

John, slain with his father.^Elisabeth, daogfater of Henry Lord Scrope, of BeltoB. Thoaua SdvainiB. 

J ' ' r ■ ■* 

Balph, of Moa]|^m.nr1)iIargaret, daughter of Sir Robert, and coosin Sir Ralph Salvidne. 

MidLf 4 Hm. Vm. J and hsir of Sir Ralph Conatable, Knt. I 

4 ^ S 

John Bigot, ob. yi, pat.^pJoaae, dangfater of Sir Jamea Strangewaya, Knt. George Salvmine. 

I ' r^ 

Francis, attainted 29 Hen. VIII., ^Catherine, dau. of William Lord Sir Francis Salyaine 

ob. 18 queen flliaabeai. i Conyera, ob. 5 queen Blizabeth. j 

Ralph, eon and beir, ivatored in Dorothy Bigot, sister and hdir maiiM Ralph.^. . . . Anne. Margaiet. 
blood, 3 Edw. Yl.^Vide Bot. Roger Radcliife, who waa ofMoulgraye j Jane. Elizabeth. 

Pari, ^u9d, tarn, — s, p. Castle, in her right, ob. 30 



Ralph Salvaine, of UgthoipC) claimed in 1623 the manor of Doncaster against the burgesses, which claim was com- 
promised. — Vide Hunter^ 9 Deantry qfDtmeoiter, vol. L^p.U. 



• Iath«divUi9n*f1faalaheritaneetti|ip«ainitliat8kJolmBlcotlwdMiNilgnT«Oasae,a».: and Qaeife Sdndne the wmw and 
Imrdship of Doncaster. which had been the barony of Foeaard. Wainwiig^ht, in hithiatory of Doncaster, (p. 96.) atates that Bir John 
SalTaine, of New Biggin, (eon of George) who died in 1471, sold Doncaster to Henry Percy, second earl of Korthumberland. 

a l^is diManction did not mean the fifth baron, but tiio fitOi of the name of PeUr, whidi waa the continued 
name of the fiunily. 
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MBINILL,— (22 Edw. I.) 



Nicholas MBiNiiiL held the manor imd castle of Wberlton^ in the county of Yorks per 

baroniam, and had summons to parliament from the 22 to the 25 Edw* L In the 26 

Edw. I. he had summons equis et armis to Newcastle-upon-Tync), being in the writ 

styled a baroUf those who were then summoned being on that occasion designated by 

their rank of earls^ or barons. He was again summoned the 27 Edw. I.j and died about 

that jeaiy* leaving by Christian* his wife, who survived him, Nicholas, aged twenty -four, « Esch., 

and John, afterwards heir to his brother, which „ 33 ^^^ 

Nicholas Meinill had summons from the 6 to the 15 Edw. II. inclusive, in which 
year he died, leaving John his brother and heir, aged forty.f By Lucie, daughter and t Each., 
heir of Robert de Thwenge, his concubine, he had a son Nicholas, who was .the founder n. 21. 
of the next barony of Meinill. 



NICHOLAS MEINELL (NOTHUS),— (9,Edw. IIL) 

Nicholas Mbinill, natural son of the last baron, had summons to parliament fr^m 
the 9 to the 16 Edw. III. inclusive, and died the same year, leaving issue by Alice his 
wife, daughter of William lord Ros, or Roos, of Hamlake, Elizabeth his daughter and 
heir, which 

Elizabeth Meinill married first, John lord Darcy, and secondly, Peter de Maidey le 
sisme,} and had issue by both husbands. She |died the 42 Edw. III., leaving Philip t VideBfaulej 
Darcy, her son and heir, aged fifteen, whose great-grandson Philip left issue two daugh- 
ters and coheirs, whereof, Elizabeth married Sir James Strangeways ; and Margaret mar*- 
ried Sir John Corners ; between whose descendants the barony of Meinill^ if it can be 
considered one created by the writs of smnmons to Nicholas MeiniU, the bastard, in the 
reign of Edw. III., may be deemed to be in abeyance,§ and that abeyance not terminated, $ Vide Dnroj. 
though Conyers Darcy, the second baron Darcy, under the patent of 10 August, 1641, 
and baron Corners in right of his grandfather, was styled Baron de Darcie and MeiniUy 
probably from a supposition that the patent which restored the barony of Darcy, com- 
prehended also that of Meinill. The assumption therefore of the Meinill title seems 
manifestly without any legal authority. 

Sir Harris Nicolas,following Dugdale,l| has in his Peerage Synopsis made three baronies n Dngd. Bw., 

T.u.,p no. 

* She wai accued bj her hiisbeiid with an attempt to poiaon him ; hut ahe proved her ixmocence, Uiongh he 
would not be reconciled to her, and ahe waa obSged to ane for alimonj.— (Tlda Stek,, SB Edw^ L, n. SS. JOt Me 

VOL. I. Q q 



•^^ 






314 BABONIA ANGLICA CONCBNTBATA. 

of Mebull^ Tiz : the first in Nicholas^ snmmoned the 22 Edw. I., who he says died 8.p.; 
▼ &r?'422 ^^ second in Nichoks^ called by him* natural son of the proceeding, and who he says 
died 8.p.; the third barony in this Nicholas, whose connection with the others is not 
mentioned. But as Nicholas who was summoned the 22 Edw. I. had issue as before 
stated, a son Nicholas, who was also summoned to divers parliaments, and died s.p.L, 
leaving John his brother and heir, this first barony may be presumed to be equally as 
much a personal and descendable honor, as that of the ill^timate Nicholas, summoned 
the 9 Edw. III. 



l<ncfaolas MeiniU, mmmoned to parliament 22 Edw. I.,^Chistiaiia , — Vide EmcH, 28 

ob. drc. 27 or 28.— EtcA. 28 Edw. L, n. 38, Ebar, \ Edw, /., n. 28., de dote auigfumda. 

I 

NicDolaa, sum. to pari, from theP^^Lade de John MeiniU,=^Catherine, ob. Christiana m. lit, llio. de Sproxton, 
6 to tlie 15 Edw. if., ob. s.p.l., { Thwenge. brother and 19 Edw. III. oo.Ebor.; 2ndly,Boger,8onofWm. 
15 Edw. II.~JB»cJI. ». 21. i (Concob.) heir, et 40. I Eich, %, 41. de Creny, of Hodaack, oo. Notti. 

Mkndaa, (nothoi,) ram. 9 Edw. III.,=f=A]icia de Booa, ob. 16 John Meinill, ob. tL pat=p 

III.— £fcA. ». 47, Ebwr. ( Edw. 11 

I ^ r 

1. JohnFpElizabeth, dan. and=P2. Peter de John, aon and 1. Robert de=2. WalteieT=Alida, siateiqr3. ^^Uiam 
lord I heir, ob. 42 Edw. I Manley, le heir, ob. 8.p. Boohon, s. p. Boynton. I and heir. Percy. 

Darcv. III. — Eatik^ m. AA. I nnn#i. I 



ob. 10 Edw. III.— £fcA. ». 47, Ebmr. Edw. III.— £feA. 



,-T-AJicia oe nooB, oo. lo joim mcmiu, oo. ti. pa».-i-. 

. i Edw. Ill— £mA. JgjcA. 5 Edw. HI. [ . 



L fli. 44. I lisme. r 



Darcy. III.— £icA. 



niUp lord Darcy, eta- Peter de Mauley. Walter Boynton, ob. WiDiam Margaret, aster and heir, 

tis 15. O^de Darcy.) (Vide Manley.) 15 Bichaid II. s.p.* Percy, s.p. mar, Thoe. Blanfront.-i 

I 
John Blanfront.— Oow. 1 Hen. /F. 

• He had the inaBor of Cattle LeringtOD, bat dying •.?., it went to Ua half brother, WUUam Perey, who iyiaff alao 8.p., hia aiatat 
Maifaret became hia Yuax.—Vide Vincent, 6. 2. m, tn CM. Arm., and Brook'i MSS. 



* .r J^^tri^r^ /«'.'. i"/ 



HUGH DE MEINELL.— (1 Edw. III.) 

^* -z.»— .^**,r.-^ fBar., ▼. iL, DuGDALEf notices a Hugh de Meinell, who the 18 Edw. II., received the order of 

knighthood by bathing ; and the 1 Edw. III. had summons to parliament among the 
barons of the realm, but not after. On referring to the writ this appears erroneous, 
as the name of Hugh de Meinell does not have place in either of the writs of summons 
to parliament of that year, and is only contained in the writ equis et armis to Newcastle^ 
upon-Tyne. 

Who he was, or how descended, the same author does not state, but says '^Ipre^ 
mane he was of this family/* (i. e. the barons before noticed) '^ but further I cannot say qf 
t Ibid. Aim, than that he married Alice, widow of Ralph lord Basset J't 

In the early part of the pedigree of the fiamily, there is mention of Hugh de MeineU^ 



-.^ 



r 



I 
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of Hilton, as vincle to Nicholas, the first summoned to parliament the 22 Edw. I. ; but 
he, from length of time, could not be this Hugh, who, not improbably, was a son of 
Hugh, of Hilton, who by grant of his brother William, dated in 1203, obtained that 
manor juxta Rudby. 

MOELS.— (25 Edw. I.) 

Nicholas de Moels having married Hawyse, daughter and coheir of James de New- 
march, became possessed of the lordships of Cadebury and Maperton, in the county of 
Somerset, as also of other lands and manors in several counties, part of the barony of 
Newmarch.* He was a great soldier and statesman temp. Hen. III. « Terta de 

John de Moels, grandson of Nicholas, was first summoned to parliament the 25 ' ^' ^'^' 

Edw. I.,* and again the 27th ; but was not summoned after in that reign. He was not 
summoned to the parliament at Lincoln the 29 Edw. I.,^ yet his seal was affixed to the 
memorable letter then written to the pope, on which occasion he is styled '' Johannes de 
Moels de Cadbury/^ His name appears in the writs of summons of the 2, 3, and 4 
Edw. II. ; but according to Dugdale,t citing the Esdieats of that year,^ he died the 3 x ^^^ 
Edw. II., leaving ▼• Jy p- 620. 

Nicholas de Moels his son and heir est. twenty, who the next year doing his homage, 
had livery of his lands, and had summons to parliament the 5, 8, and 9 Edw. II., in 
which last year he deceased, leaving Margaret his wife, daughter of Sir Hugh Courtenay 
(sister to Hugh, earl of Devon), surviving, and Roger his son and heir nt twenty;® which 
Roger died the 19 Ektw. II., s.p.,§ leaving - P^^^ ^^ 

John de Moels his brother and heir, who never had summons to parliament He ▼• h p* 620. 
married Joane, daughter of Sir Richard Lovel of Castle Cary, and died the 11 Edw. III., 
leaving Muriel and Isabel his daughters and coheirs, in whose representatives the barony 
is in abeyance, the same never having been determined. 

* Sir Harris I^HcolUy in his Synopsis, says it is doubtful if that writ was a rogolar snmmons to parliament ; but 
it appears there was a parliament holden the 25 Edw. I., in which the great charter, and charter of the forests were 
confirmed. 

^ At this time he was in the wars of Scotiand. 

There appears a great doabt as to Roger being the son of liRcholas ; for if Nicholas was only aged twenty the 
3 Edw. II., he could not have a son Roger to be twenty years old, when he the said Nicholas died the 9 Edw. II.— 
The descent more likely is : — 

John de Mods, summoned to parliament 25 Edw. I., ob. 3 or 4 Edw. 11.^ 



t: 



Nicholas, summoned to parliament, Roger, setatis 20, 9 Edw. II., John, brother and heir,^. 

5 Edw. 11., ob. 9 Edw. II. s.p. ob. 19 Edw. II., s.p. ob. II Edw. III. 

r I ' 

Muriel, daughter and c<^ieir, Isabel, daughter and coheir. 
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Jcdm d0 Moek» ob. 11 Edw« IIL^ouie Lovvl. 

Mtiriel, daughter and oolidr.^^^Sir tliomaa Comteaey. WiUiam de Botnaax.^Iaabelf daughter and oohetr. 

r — 1 — " — ^ 1 I ■ ' 

Hughy Margaret SpThomaa Marie!, coheir to a moiety of a moiety WilUam Lord Botreaox, sole heir to tliiB 

8.p. Courteney. I FterereL of the barony, married John Dinham. moiety of the barony.— ^Vide Botreanx.) 
Catherine married Walter Hungerford. — (Vide Hungerford.) AJianor married Talbot. 



MOHUN.— (27 Edw. I.) 

William de Mohuk, the first of the family of whom mention is made^ came over with 
the Conqueror^ and for his services obtained among other grants the castle of Dunster, 
and fifty-five manors or lordships in the county of Somerset^ and in other counties. 

William de Mohun, his grandson^ espousing the part of Maud^ the empress^ in her 
contaition for the crown with king Stephen, is said to have been created by her, earl of 
Dorset; but as she was never queen defmcto^ such creation could not be valid* From 
* Banks's him through several successions,* came 

Bi^, Y, {, John de Mohun (called John the second), who served often in the wars of Scotlond, 

and had summons to parliament from the 27 Edw. I. to the 4 Edw. III. In the 29 

Edw. I. he Was one of the barons who in the parliament at Lincoln subscribed the letter 

t Dug. LifltB to the pope, being then designated ^ Johannes de Mohun Dommus de Dumterre.^'f At the 

t Coron. Rot. co^onation of Edw. IL he was one of the nobles summoned to attend.]: He was also 

1 Edw. II. summoned to Carlisle, equis et armiSy the 26 Edw. I., being in the writ styled a baron, 

for in that writ the earls and barons were specially distinguished by their reactive 

ranks. He married Auda, dnoghter of Robert de Tibetot, and dying the 4 Edw. III. 

was succeeded by 

John de Mohun, his grandson and heit^ (vis., son of John, his eldest son, who died 
in his lifetime,) at that time in minority, and in ward to Bartholomew de Burghersh, 
WhoM daughter Joan he afterwards married. During the reign of Edw. III. he served 
often in the wars of France and Seodand. He had summons to parliament ftt>m the 16 
to the 47 Edw. III.; but after the 22 to his last summons, with the addition of De Duns- 
ierre. When he died does not certainly appear; he, however, had not any issue male, 
and left three daughters coheiresses to his barony. Of these, Philippa married first^ 
Edward Flantagenet, duke of York, s.p.;* Elizabeth married William de Montacute, earl 
of Salisbury, and had a son WiUiam, who died s. p.; Maud, the other daughter, married j 

* According to the iMoriptkni on her tomb, in Weatminater Abbey, the married, tet, the lordFiti-Walter ; 
■econdly, Sir MmCblafre, tet. ; thirdlj, Bdward, duke of York.— liekaid, {▼. It., ^, ^) atatea that Sir John Gol- 
afre was a baatard, ttid dted Ht WAngfordi A.D. 1396, and waitf buried in WefttlnhMter Abbey. 
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John lord Strange, of Knokyn, in whose heirs general die barony of Mohun^ by the 

fiiilore of issue from Philippa, and Elizabeth Mohun is now vested.*^ * Vide Strange 

of Knokytt. 

MOLINES.— (21 Edw, IIL) 

John, son of Vincent Molines and Isabel his wife, of French extraction, and so called 
firom a town of that name, in the Bourbonnois, had summons to parliament the 21 Edw. 
III., but ncTcr after ; which leaves it doubtful whether any barony was acquired by vir- 
tue thereof, it having been decided that a single summons without proof of a sitting un- 
der it, did not constitute a descendable barony, or what is termed a barony in fee.t He t Vide Fres- 
married Egidia, cousin and heir of John Mauduit, of Somerford Mauduit, in the county 
^f Wilts, by Margaret his wife, daughter and coheir of Robert Pogeys, of Stoke Fogeys, 
in the county of Buckingham, and died the 41 Edw. III. 

William, son and heir^ of John, was never summoned to parliament. He died circ. % Orig* 41 
4 Richard II., having had issue by Margery bis wife, daughter and coheir of Edmund i^ Backs? 
Bacoun, (with her sister Maud, wife of John de Burghersh,) Richard, his son and heir, 
which 

Richard Molines never had summons to parliament, and died shortly after his father, 
circ. 8 Richard 11., leaving 

William Molines, his son and heir, who never had summons to parliament, though it 
is to be observed, that each of the descendants from John, had the title of lord Molines 
attributed to him. He died the 3 Hen. VI., leaving William his son and heir, which 

William Molines was afterwards unhappily slain at the seige of Orleans, bearing then 
tile title of lord Molines, (7 Hen. VI.)? leaving Alianore, his daughter and sole heir, then 
only three years old, which Alianore, the 19 Hen. VI., was wife of Robert Hungerford, 
son and heir apparent of Robert, second baron Hungerford ; after whose death she mar- 
ried Sir Oliver Manningham, knight, and lies buried at Stoke Fogeys. 



HUNGERFORD LORD MOLINES.— (23 Hen. VI.) 

RoBBRT HuNGBRPORD having married Alianore Molines, had summons to parliament 
the 23 Hen. VI., by writ addressed '^ Roberto Hungerford, MUiti Domino de Moleyns/^ 
and similarly in the 25, 27^ 28, 29, and 31 Hen. VI., being, as mentioned in die rolls 

• IbMe «rpean to 1miv« been a ooataitkm between tbe cokein nd Mm LnlenU, temp. Hen. lY., lor the cm- 
tk «f DuHfear, uliidi wm ghm in leifor of LvktenHy iHwae lanilf e ft e i w n^ «mtiatied to poiN« 4te nne.'— 
(VtdeBoL Pari, r. m,p, 677, (46J AJ). 14M. TJU^imdy Mm, JV.J 



318 BABONIA ANOLICA CONCENTBATA. 

of parliament, lord Molyns in right ofAlianor his wife^ daughter and heir of Sir William 
* Rot. Pari. MolynSy late lord Molyns, deceased.* It has been before observed, that there never was 
but one writ of summons to John Molines, the first of the family of whom memorable 
notice is made ; and that none of his descendants were ever after summoned to parlia- 
ment, in which respect it would seem there was not any barony descended to his even- 
tual heiress Alianor ; and even had there been one, then being a personal honor, ac- 
cording to the modem practice, there could not be any courtesy to her husband/ 

His summons may on this ground be deemed the first creation of an inheritable 
barony of Molyns. Upon the death of his father, he succeeded to the barony of Hunger- 
ford, and thus the barony of Molyns became coalesced therewith, and so descended, 
after several attainders and restorations into the family of Hasting^, in which, in the per- 
son of the present marquess of Hastings, it is now vested, along with that title, and the 
baronies of Botreaux and Hungerford, with one moiety, and the half of another moiety 
t Vide Has- of the barony of Moels.t 

tiiig8,Botreaiiz 
n wngcrford 1 8t 
Moeli. 

MONTACUTE.— (22 Edw. I.) 

Simon de Mont acute, presumed to be descended from Drogo de Montacute, living 

temp. Hen. II., was a very eminent person in the reign of Edw. I., and had summons to 

parliament the 22 Edw. I. ; and afterwards from the 28 to the 9 Edw. II., at whose cor- 

X Coran. Rot. onation he was also summoned to attend.t In the 29 Edw. I. he was one of the barons 

1 Bdw II 

who in the parliament at Lincoln subscribed and affixed their seals to the famous letter 
§ Dugd. list! to the pope,§ being then designated ^^ Simon Dominus de Monte acuto. When he died 

does not appear in Dugdale, but it was not long after his last writ of summons. He is 
II Collins in Said to have married || Aufrica, a daughter of Fergus, and sister and heir to Orry, king 
^j^ ' of Man, by whom he had issue William and Simon ; which 

William de Montacute was in the wars of France and Scotland in the lifetime of his 

father; and succeeding him, had summons to parliament in the 11 and 12 Edw. IL; 

shortly after which he died, in Oascoigne, but his body was brought over, and buried at 

St. Frideswide, (now Christ Church,) Oxford, in the year 1320. By Elizabeth his wife, 

daughter to Peter de Montfort, he had a numerous family : whereof, 

William de Montacute, his second but eldest surviving son and heir, had summons 

to parliament from the 5 to the 10 Edw. III.; the year after which he was created earl 
f Chart. 11 of Salisbury ;% whereby the barony became merged in the higher dignity. Furthermore, 

BdwJII.,n.55 

*■ Alianor having a groat ertate, the oourteiy thereof belonged to her hnaband. The Record aaya that WiUiam, 
mm and hthr qf John Molynt, dweand, VfOi seiaed qf ike numon qf Aston Bernard and Rmar^ in the emmiy qfBnek' 
in^kam, holden by the eervice qf bemg falconer to the kmgJ*'^( Orig, 41 Mdm, UI., Rot, 1} Bmeke*) 
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Dugdale says,^ that in 16 Edw. III.^ having conquered the Isle of man, the king having * Bar., ▼. i., 

given him the inheritance of it, crowned him king thereof ; but he deceased the next 

year, (17 Edw. III.,) leaving by El izabeth his wife, daughter of William de 6randison,t t Vide ^- '^^— ^ *^.-^^iaj: 

and sister and coheir to Otto de Orandison, William his son and heir, John de Monta- 

cute, and other issue. Of which, 

William de Montacute, the eldest son, succeeded as second earl of Salisbury, and 
was famous for his military prowess, it being said of him that his life was a perpetual cam- 
paign. He was twice married : his first wife was Joane, daughter of Edmund Plantagenet, 
earl of Kent, from whom he was divorced f his second wife was Elizabeth, daughter and 
coheir of John lord Mohun, of Dun ster;| by whom he had a son William, who was (VideMohiui 
most unfortunately killed by him (his father) in a tilting, at Windsor, 6 Ric. II., s. p. 
Thus, not having surviving issue, and dying the 20 Ric. II., he was succeeded by his 
nephew John, son of his next brother John, by Margaret his wife, daughter and heir of 
Thomas lord Monthermer ; which 

John de Montacute, third earl of Salisbury, was almost the only temporal nobleman 
who remained firm to king Richard when he was deposed by the duke of Lancaster ; 
and joining afterwards with some others for his restoration, was seized by the rabble, at 
Cirencester, who struck off their heads, and sent them to London, in the year 1400. 
All his honours were forfeited, but certainly not legally. 

Thomas de Montacute, his son and heir, was afterwards fully restored in blood and 
honours, the 9 Hen. V. He was most conspicuous for his military achievements ; and, 
being the commander of the English army, at the siege of Orleans, in 1428, was there 
killed ; after when the English affairs in France continually declined. By Eleanor his 
first wife, daughter of Thomas, and sister and coheir to Edmund, earl of Kent, he had an 
only daughter and heir Alice, who married Richard Nevill, son of Ralph, earl of West- 
morland, by Joane, his second wife ; but by Alice his second wife, daughter of Thomas 
Chaucer, esq., and widow of Sir John Philips, he had not any issue : she surived him, and 
about two years after married William de la Pole, earl of Suffolk. 



NEVILL, EARL OF SALISBURY. 

Richard Nevill, eldest son of Ralph, earl of Westmorland, by Joane Beaufort his 
second wife, having married Alice, only daughter and heir of Thomas the last Mon- 
tacute, baron Montacute, Monthermer, and earl of Salisbury, had that earldom granted 

* On acoonnt of prooontract with Sir lliomas HoDand, whom she married, and on hia decease became the wife 
of £dward the Black Prince, and by him mother of king Bichard II. 
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« Pat.20Edw. to bim^ and also to the heirs of the said Alice.* He was attainted in 1459, but it 
11.' ' * appears he was restored the following year, before fhe end of which he was made prisoner 
at the Wtde of Wakefield, and afterwards beheaded. He had a numerous issue of sons 
t Banks's and daughters ;t of the former, 

Bar. voL ui., Richard Nevill, the eldest son, bore the title of earl of Warwick in his lifetime, 

p. 651. haying married the heiress of that earldom; and on his fether's death became also earl 

of Salisbury, being jure matriSy baron Montacute and Monthermer. He was the famous 

earl of Warwick, styled the king maker, and was slain at the battle of Bamet, when 

being attainted all his honours became forfeited. 

This great earl had two daughters his coheiresses ; whereof, Anne married, first, 
Edward, Prince of Wales, son of king Hen. VI., s.p., and secondly, Richard, duke of 
Gloucester, (afterwards king Richard HI.), by whom she had a son Edward, created earl 
of Salisbury by his uncle king Edw. IV., and in the first of his father's reign Prince of 
Wales, but he died about nine years of age ; Isabel, the other daughter and coheir, mar- 
ried George, duke of Clarence, (brother to king Edw. IV.) who was drowned, according 
to tradition, in a butt of Malmsey. He was attainted in 1477^ having had issue a son 
Edward, who was styled earl of Warwick, was long a prisoner in the Tower, and at last 
accused of treason, was attainted in 1499, and beheaded, s.p. ; and a daughter Margaret, 
who on her petition was restored countess of Salisbury, but was afterwards attainted in 
1539, and beheaded in 1541, being at that time grey with age. She married Sir Richard 
Pole, (bom in Wales), and had issue Henry Pole, hereafter mentioned, cardinal Pole, and 
oiher children. 



POLE, LORD MONTAGU.— (4 Hbn. VIII.) 

Henbt Pole, eldest son of Margaret, countess of Salisbury, by Sir Richard Pole her 
husband, was summoned to parliament the 21 Hen. VIIL, when he first made his entry 
t Dugd. Listo into the parliament chamber by the title of lord Montagu^ % In the 25 and 28 Hen. 
VIIL he was summoned as Henry Pole de Montagu Chevalier ; but afterwards, under 
the pretence that he was combining with others to depose the said king Henry, he was 
accused and conyicted of high treason, and beheaded on Tower Hill, anno 30 Hen. VIIL, 



• Dvgdale in hiiLitts of Smnraoiis, (p. 600) kas tlM IbUowiag matrj, tte : 

Hie Dttiiet oi ibe bwons as tbe7 itt aad entered in tlie parliament in order, in^e jcrriii year ai the reign eC 
king Henry the ci^th. 

** Lord Montagn restored and admitted the first day of Peoember, anno zzi." 

Sir Harris Nicholas in his Synopris, (toI. ii., p. 434) states that he was sunmoned the 6 Jannary, the 24 Hen. 
VIILt 1&83; but that was tlM date of the parliament of the S6 Hen. VIIL, whioh was a oontlnnanoe of prorogation 
from the 21, for there is not printed in Dngdale any wmnmam between Ae 81 and the 25 Hen. TIIL 
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in the lifetime of his modier, the countess Margaret Being attainted his barony became 
forfeited. By Jane his wife^ daughter of Qeorgp Neville lord Abeigarenny^ he had two 
daughters his coheirs, whereof Catherine married Francis, second earl of Huntingdon, 
now represented by the marquess of Hastings ; and Winifred married, first, Sir Tho- 
mas Hastings, and secondly. Sir Thomas Barrington : which daughters were fully restored 
in blood by act of parliament the 1 Philip and Mary. 

Sir Ricbard=7=Margaret, Conntess of Salisbury, daughter and erentoally heiren 
Pole, K. G. [ of Goorge, Doke of Claranoe, brother to king Edw. IV. 

I ' 1 r I I 

Henry Pole Lord Montagu, attainted^^Jane Gefferyi of Lordington, Sir Arthur, Reginald^ the Urnila, m. Hett. 

and behnded 30 Hen. VIII. | . . . . co. Sniaez, left iwne. left itane. Cardinal. Lord Stafford. 



\MuxnjM Pole, daughter and coheir, mar. Francis, 2nd Earl 1. Sir llioiBai^Wintfred Pole,72. Sir Thomas 

of Huntingdon ; a quo the present Marquess of Hastings. Hastings. dau. and coh. J Barrington. 

I ' 

Sir Francis Barrington.=pJoane, daughter of Sir Henry Cromwell, of Hinchingbrook, Knt. 

1. Frances, dau. and coh.^Sir llionias Barrington,^}. Judith, dau. of Sir Rowland Lytton, 
of John Gobert. J obiit anno 1644. Knt., relict ; ob. 1657, s. p. 

r ' ' 1 

Sir John, eldest son.^Dorothy, daughter of Sir William Lytton. Gobert, second son. 

Thomas, ob. Ti. pat., 16B1.3rAnne, daughter and coheir of Robert Rich, Earl of Warwick. Other Issue. 

Sir John hanington, Bart., Sir Charles, heir to Richard Bar- liary, died Anne, sole^^pCharlM Shales, gold- 
succeeded his grandfather, his brother, ob. s.p. rington, obiit unmarried, heir, obiit | smith to queen Anne 
obiit anno 1691, a. p. 29 Jan., 1714-15. ccelebs. Oct. 1727. 1729. I & Geo. I., ob. 1754. 

Richard Shales, ob. s. p. John Shales, ob. ccelebs. Essex Shales, erentually heire8S.=7=Richard Lowndes, Esq. 

I 
William Lowndes, Esq., of Winslow, co. Bucks.nr^Mryf daughter of Thomas Goosetrey. 

WiBiam Lowndes. 



William Lowndes, of Whaddon Hall, Esq. 

NEVILL DE MONTAGU.— (1 Edw. IV.) 

John Nsvill^ second son of Richard NeviU, earl of Salisbury^ by Alice his wife^ daugh- 
ter and heir of Thomas the last Montacute, earl of Salisbury, and brother to Richard 
Nevill, earl of Warwick, (the king maker), was first summoned to parliament the 38 Hen. 
VI., as Johanm NeriU Domino NeviU Chhf; but afterwards in the 1 and 2 Edw. lY., as 
Johamm NeviU Domino de Montagu, and as Johanni NeviU de Montagu.* In 1467 be was * ihigd. Liita 
created earl of Northumberland, which title he sometime after resigned, and was adyanced 
to the dignity of marquess Montagu ; but taking part with his brother the earl of War- 
wick in the attempt to restore king Hen. VL, he was attainted, and was with him slain 
in the battie of Bamet, on Easter-day, the 14 April, 1471. 

He married Isabel, daughter and heiress of Sir Edmund Ingoldesthorpe, and had 
issue two sons, George and John, and five daughters, hereafter mentioned. 

VOL. L R r 
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Oeoige NevQl the eldest son^ in the lifetime of his fether was created dake of Bed* 
ford, with an intention on the part of the king to many him to his daughter the princess 
Elizabeth ; but after his father's attainder, he was by act of parliament degraded from all 
his dignities ; and dying s.p. in 1483, 1 Edw. V., was buried at Sheriff Hoton. He and 
his brother John thus deceasing s.p., their five sisters became the coheirs general ; and 
though, by their father's attainder, they could not inherit any of his honours, yet were 
they entitled to those rights of barony which were derivable from their mother Isabel 
Ingoldesthorpe, as to the baronies of Bradeston,* Powys, Tibetot earl of Worcester, &c« 
Of these five daughters : 
♦^ Went. First.— Anne married Sir William Stonor, knight*** 

-f VideScrope, Second. — Elizabeth married Thomas lord Scrope, of Upsal.t 

of Uiml and ... 

BoltooT^ Third. — Margaret married, first, Sir John Mortimer; secondly, Robert Home; and 

thirdly, it is said, Robert Davis, who survived her. 

Fourth. — Lucy married, first. Sir Thomas Fitz William, of Aldwarke, knight; and 
secondly. Sir Anthony Browne, knight, grandfather of Sir Anthony Browne, the first vis- 
count Montague. 

Fifth. — Isabel married Sir William Huddleston, of Sawston, in the county of Cam- 
bridge, knight; but by some authorities is said to have married, first, a lord Dacre; and 
lastly, William Smith, and to have died 12 Nov., B Hen. VIII. 

Sir John Ingoldetthorpe,^Elizabeth, dau. of Sir John de Burgh, of Burgh Green, oo. 

will dated anno 1419. I Camb., sister and coheir to Sir Thomas her brother. 

r^ ' 

Thomas, «tat. 19 apud mort. pat.|^Margaret, daughter and heir of Walter de la Pole, of Sawston, eo. Camb., by 
ob. inf. ataft., 1 Hen. VI. Elizti)eth, daughter and heir of Thomas de Bradeston. 

Edmund, aetat. 1 an. «pud mort. pat. ; will dated^Joane, daughter of John Lord Tibetot, and annt and coheir of 
4th August, 1456, ob. Sept eod. an. j Edward Tibetot, 2nd Earl of Worcester. 

I 

I, John Nerill, Marquess of Montagu.7lsabel, only d. & heir, Kt. 15 apud mort. pat.=2. Sir Wm.Norria, of Rycot. 

I , 

FItc daughters and coheirs. 

Margaret, third daughter and coheir of John Nevil, marquess of Montagu, by her 
second husband Robert Home, is said to have had an only daughter Anne her heir, who 
married Sir James Framlingham, of Crowes Hall, in Suffolk, whose grandson. Sir Charles 
Framlingham, died in 1596, having had a son Clement, who died before him s.p., and a 
dau^ter Anne, who also died before him, having married Sir Bassingboume Graudy, 

^ Vide act of perliMsent of king Hen. VIII., foi recompense to the Hett daughters and oohein of the marquesa 
ol Montigu, for Itwt hundred marki per annum, granted by king Edw. III. to Sir Thomas of Bradeston. 

h By Sir William Stonor she had issue a daughter Anna, married to Sir Adrian Fortescne, who was sttnintrd 
md Mftoutad the 10th Julfy 1539, and a son John Stonor, who died s.p. 
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knight, and had issue two sons Framlingham and Charles Ghmdy. From FramUngham 
descended Sir Bassingbourae Ghtudy, bart., whose great-grandson and heir, died un- 
married in 1 723, leaving three nieces his coheirs, daughters of his only sister Anne, who 
married Oliver le Neve, of Great Wichingham, esq., and had issue nine children, whereof 
only three survived, viz : Isabel ; Anne, who married John Rogers, esq. ; and Henrietta, 
who was wife of Edward le Neve, esq., both which ladies had issue living in 1725. 

Sir Thomas Fits Willism, cf^Lnef, daughter and coheir of John Nevill, Marquess of Montago, 
Aldwark, oo. York. I remarried to Sir Anthony Browne, Knight. 

r ' I I 

1. Thomas Fits Wi]liam,^Anne, dao. of Sir Nicholas 2. John Fits William, 3. William, created Earl of 

slain at FMdon. I F^^enham, Knight. dain at Floddon. Soathampton, s, p. 

II II 

William, Alice, sislei* i Sir James Foljambe. — Inq. Anne, Margery, n8tei^=Godfrey Foljambe, brother 

s. p. and coheir. I 24 May, 1 BUxabetk. s. p. and coheir. to Sir James, s. p. 1.* 

r ' 1 n r-n 

Godfrey, etat.^^rhrtli, dan. of Sir William James. Oeorge.t Frances.^ 

24, ob. the 28 I Tyrwhit, of KetUeby, in Twins, bom 21 Jane, 1538, James Cioely.§ 

queen Eliz. | the county of Lincoln. in the morning, George at night. Mary.Q 



r ' 



Godfrey FoQambe, bom at Walton, in 1558, married Isabel, daughter of Sir Christopher Wny, C. J. of K. B., s.p. 

* Ho had, by —..>—— Brownlow, « natund ton Godfrey Foyambe of Crozdon. 

f He was of BrimingtoD, aad is nid to baTi maniad Ursula, danghter of Biohard Whallay of Scrutoo, in the eounty of NoUinghaBB, 
aad to have bad a daughter and heir Troth, who manrlod Bdwaid BelHngham of New Timber, in the county of Suaiex. He died ISCh of 
March, 1588. 

t Mazrled John Thorn, of , bora 81 Henry YIII. 

9 CaUed Lucy, in a copy oat of the BegUtry of Cbegterfleld, born 89 Hen. VIII., married Boger, aon and heir of Boger Oreenhough, 
of TeverBhall in the coun^ of yottingham. 

1) Married Yiacent Feana, Beq., or Harria. 

£r Oo«gft*« Fork$kire M5&, No, 5, m Bib, Bodl. OMn.— Hiatorioal aeoount of the iamUy of Fo^fiBbe, ITOi by N. Johaatoa. 
M.D.,ofPonte&act. 

VUiiaiUm qfeo. Cantab,, par Hanry 8$. Georye, anno 1619. 

\miiam HndQeston, 3rd son of Sir JohunPlaabel, danghter and coheir of John 
Hndleston, of Millom, 17 Hen. VII. I Nenll, Marqneas of Montague. 

, ^ John.7Elizabeth, danghter of Edward Lord Dudley.* ^ Other issue. 



Sir John.=T^ridget, dsn. of Sir Robert Cotton, Knight. Charles. HeUen, soarried llioinas Buckles, or Butler. 

Sir ]fidmund.7l>orothy, daughter and heir of Henry Beaconshall, of the county of Lancaster. William. 

I ' II 1 I 

Sir Henry .^Dorothy, danghter of Sir Robert Dormer, Knt. Dorothy. Jane. Frances. laabel. 

1. Sir Robert.=j=Mary, daughter of Nicholas 2 John, s. p. 3. Henry, i quo, probably, the present Mr. 

I Lord Teynham. Ist wife. Huddleston, of Sawston, co. Camb. 

Henry. 

* Though named Eluabeth by Dogdalc and 8t. George, aha ia called Dorotkf in Burke't Commonen. who atatea BUxabeih to be an 
arror. It poaaibly maybe to ; but hit ipte dixU who metamorphiaea Tradeamen into the Landmi Jritioeraqf of the Country ia ■• 
authority without aomething better than hia name being dtad. 
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EDWARD DE MONTACUTE.— (16 Edw. III.) 

Sir Edward 9B montacutb, » younger brother to William, the first earl of Salisbury^ 
had in the 11 Ekiw. III. the honour of knighthood conferred upon him ; and afterwards 
* Dogd. Lifti was summoned to a great council at Westminster, in the 16 Edw. III.,* and from the 22 
to the 34 Edw. III.^ was summoned to parliament among the barons of the realm. He 
died the following year, having greatly distinguished himself as a most eminent com- 
mander in the wars of Scotland and France. 

He married Alice, daughter and coheir of Thomas of Brotherton, earl of Norfolk, 
(eldest son of Edw. I. by his second wife) and had issue a daughter and heir Joane, who 
married William de UfFord, earl of Suffolk, but died s.p.s. 

JOHN DE MONTACUTE.— (31 Edw. III.) 

John de Montacute, next brother to William, second earl of Salisbury, had sum- 

t ibicL mons to divers parliaments from the 31 "Edw. III. to the 13 Richard II.,t as John de 

MorUacutey in which year, according to Dugdale, he deceased, leaving issue by Margaret 

t Vide Mon- his wife, granddaughter and heiress of Ralph baron Monthermer,t John his son and 

heir, aged thirty-nine, which 

John de Montacute, by that name, had summons to parliament from the 16 to the 
20 Richard II., when he succeeded his uncle William as third earl of Salisbury, and 
carried to that title the barony of Monthermer, which accrued to him in right of his 
mother, and has been before noticed under the Salisbury detail* 

MONTALT.— (22 Edw. I.) 

The family of Montalt was so called from a village of that name in Flintshire, and were 

barons of the palatinate earls of Chester. 

Robert de Montalt, lord of Montalt, was living in 1160, from whom descended 
Roger de Montalt, who married Cicely, one of the sisters and coheirs of Hugh de 

Albini, earl of Arundel, and dying the 44 Hen. III., left issue two sons, John and Robert; 

but John dying s.p., his brother 

Robert became his heir, and was father of Roger and Robert de Montalt, wMch 
Roger de Montalt had summons to parliament the 23 Edw. L, shortly after when 
I Ekoh. 26 ^^ died, the 25 Edw. I., s.p.,§ leaving Robert his brother and heir, which 

Edw. I.,ii.37y 

and 102. a Sir Hanis Nicolas in his Peerage SynopaiB, (vol. ii., p. 436.) says, he was summoned only from the 25th of 

of Febmaryf 26 E^. UI,, whieh date appUes to the writ of the 16 JMw. III. It nther seems to he a typographical 

error,, which too often escapes the eye in the ovedooking of the printer's proof sheets. 
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ROBERT DE MONTALT.— (27 Edw. I.) 

Robert de Montalt had summons the 26 Edw. I. to attend at Carlisle equis et armis» 

being in the writ styled a baron, by which distinction, or of earls, the persons summoned 

are particularly noted."*" After this he had summons to parliament from the 27 Edw. I. * Dni^. Lists 

to the 3 Edw. III.* In the 29 Edw. I. by the designation of ''Bobertus de Monte Alio "^ ^'^' 

Dominm de Hawardyn/^ he was one of thdse who signited the letter to the pope,t and f Ibid. 

the 1 Edw. II, was summoned to attend the king's coronation.^ He died circ. 3 Edw. t Conm. Rot. 

III. s.p., having, according to Dugdale, settled his lands for want of issue male by Emme ^ ^^' ^^' 

his wife, on queen Isabel, mother of Edw. III., for life, and after her death, on John of 

Eltham, brother of the king, and his heirs for eyer.^ 

There was an Henry de Montalt summoned the 1 Edw. III. to Newcastle on Tyne 
equis et armis^ of whom Dugdale does not make mention. 



MONTEAGLE.— (6 Hen. VIII.) 

In the 5 Hen. VIII. Sir Edward Stanley, a younger son of Thomas, first earl of Derby, 
highly distinguished himself at the battle of Floddon, where the Scots were so signally 
defeated ; in consideration of his conduct on that day, and that he won the JSFifi, and that 
his ancestors bore the Eagle in their crest, the king was pleased to create him a baron of 
the realm, and he was specially summoned to parliament the 6 Hen. VII. as ^Edward 
Stanley de Montegelly Cldv,^^ and by the same description was summoned agun the next ( J>^- li«t» 

of Svinm. 

year. 

It was said of this eminent person that the camp was his school, and his teaming a 
pike and a sword, and that whenever the king met him, his greeting was ^^Ho! my sol- 
dier.^ He died circ. 1524 ; his wife was Anne, daughter and coheir of Sir J(^ Har- 
rington, knt.,11 by whom he had issue^ 11 Dngd. Bir^ 

Thomas, second lord Monteagle his son and heir, who had summons to parliament 
from the 21 Hen. VIII. to the 1 queen Eliz., inclusive. He was twice married as Dugdale 

a Sir Htrris Nicolas, in his Synopsis, (toI. ii., p. 439), states that he was summoned from the 27 Edw. I., to 
the 13 Edw. III. ; a typographical error for the 3 Edw. III. 

b Vide Robert Moriey, oonsin and heir to Robert de Montalt.— f7a/. ^tmdW Edw, 127., m. 3 ontf 17.^ 
Etiam Rot Pari,, vol, ii., p, 49, no. 74, A,D, 1330. — Vide Roi, Pari,, vol. i, — Roger Montalt, of Hawarden, grand- 
son of Roger de Montalt. 

« She was rather his first wife, and died the 4 Hen. VII. s.p. — Vide Pedigree in Harrington, Aa fooh hit imm 
iMist haive been by another wife, whose name ii not HMilioMd by D yg dile> 
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relates^ first to Mary^ daughter of Charles Brandon^ duke of Suffolk, by which lady* he 
had three sons^ viz., William, Charles, and Francis, and also three daughters ; secondly 
to Helen, daughter of Thomas Preston, of Levens, in the county of Westmorland, Esq., 
but had not any issue by her. He died 2 Eliz., 1560, and was succeeded by 

William, third baron Monteagle, his eldest son and heir, who had summons to par- 
liament from the 5 to the 23 queen Eliz., and died in 1581, leaving Elizabeth his sole 
daughter and heir, who married Edward lord Morley. 



PARKER BARON MORLEY and MONTEAGLE.— (3 Jac. I.) 

William Parker, son and heir apparent of the said Edward lord Morley and Eliza- 
beth Stanley his wife, had summons to parliament vit& patris as '^ WVOiaim Parker de 
MonJtegUfChWy^ from the 3 to the 12 Jac. I.; and having afterwards succeeded his fether 
in the barony of Morley, was summoned to parliament the 18 Jac I., as '^ WiS&am Parker 
de Morley and Montegk, (Mv/^ and died^ shortly after, in 1622, leaving 

Henry Parker his son and heir, who the 21 Jac. I., 1623, was summoned to parlia- 
ment by the said titles of Morley and Montegle, as also in the 1, 3, 4, and 15 Car. I. 
He died in 1655, leaving issue an only son and heir 

Thomas baron Morley and Mont^le, who after the restoration had summons to 
parliament the 13, 31, and 32 Car. IL, and 1 Jac II. ; he died cure 1686^ s.p.s., when the 
baronies of Morley and Monteagle fell into abeyance between the issue of his auuts, viz: 
Catherine, who married John Savage earl Rivers ; and Elisabeth, who married Eklward 
Cranfield, esq., in whose descendants and heirs representative they still remain without 
any determination. 

Edward Puker Lord Moiky, ob. 1618.YBlisabeth, danshter and heir of William Stanley Lord Monteagle. 
WQliani ionunoned Ti. pat. aa Lord Monteagle, ob. 1622.^Elisabeth daughter of Sir Thomaa Treaham, Knight. 



Henry lord Morley^^Philippa. dan. and Williiam, Franoea, Catherine, mar. John Elizabeth, mar. 

ooh. of Sirlliomaa Charlea, annn. Savage Earl BiTon, Edward Cran* 

Carrel, Knt. s.p. ob. 1654.-I field, Eaq. 



and Monteagle, ob. 
1655. 



Thomaa Parker, the last baron Morley & Monteagle, m. Mary, d. Thomaa Eari Riven, John, Richard. Five 
of Henry Martin, of Landworth, oo. Berks, ob. drc. 1686. ob. 1694.-I a.p. J danrs. 

Thomaa, ob. vi. pat., 8.p.m. Richard Earl RiTera, ob. 1712, 8.p.m.8. John, last Earl RiTera,ob. 1728, ooeleba. 

A In Seacomb's Memoirs of the House of Stanley, (p. 49) he states that this lady was the wife of his father, and 
not of him ; and that Anne, daughter of Sir John Spenoer, d Altfaorpe, was wife of lluMnas lord Monteagle, by 
wliom he had WiUiam his son and snooesAr. 

^ He was the lord Monteagle to whom tho letter wis written whereby the Powder Plot was disoovered. 
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John earl Rivers having married Catherine, one of the aunts and coheirs of Thomas, 
the last lord Morley, had issue by her five daughters and three sons,* viz ; Thomas, * Tide Bank's 
John, and Richard, whose issue all eventually failing, the issue proceeding from his Bar., vol. Ui. ' 
daughters may now be considered as the coheirs of Catherine countess Rivers. Of these 
daughters, Elizabeth married William lord Petre, s.p. Jane married, first, George lord 
Chandos, who died in February 1655, s.p., leaving his estate of Sudley Castle and other 
property to her, who in the October following married secondly Sir William Sidley, 
who dying in 1656 s.p., she married thirdly Oeorge Pitt, esq., of Stratfieldsea, in the 
county of Southampton, whose grandson George was father of George Pitt, created 
baron Rivers of Stratfieldsea in 1776, who had issue George the second baron, who died 
s.p. in 1829, and three daughters, viz: Penelope, who was the notorious countess 
Ligonier, and died s.p.l. ; Louisa, who married Peter Beekford, esq. ; and Marcia, who 
married James Fox Lane, of Bramham Park, esq. The coheirs representative of lady Jane 
Savage. Lady Catherine Savage married Charles Sidley, brother of Sir William, and 
had issue an only daughter Catherine, mistress to king Charles II., and by him created 
countess of Dorchester.f She afterwards married David Colyear, the first earl of Port- f ibid. t. m. 
more, and had issue, whose descendants are also coheirs of the baronies of Morley and 
Monteagle. Lady Mary Savage married Henry KiUigrew, esq.; and Frances died young. 
Of the issue (if any) from Elizabeth Pku-ker, who married Edward Cranfield, there is 
not any account. 



MONTPORT.— (23 Edw. I.) 

John, grandson of Peter de Montfort, who was slain at the battle of Evesham, had sum<^ 
mons to parliament the 23 Eklw. I.> but died the year following. By Alice his wife, 
daughter of William de la Haunche^ he had two sons, John and Peter, and two daughters, 
Elizabeth and Maud. 

John de Montfort, the eldest son, was summoned to parliament the 7 Edw. II. ; 
but was slain in the battle of Stryvelin against the Scots, s.p., leaving 

Peter de Montfort his brother and heir, who was first a priest, but succeeding to the 
inheritance, his sacred function was dispensed with, and he had summons to parliament 
in the 9, 16, 22, and 23 Edw. III.;* after which he died, the 31 Edw. III., without any 

* Sir Hanii Nuxdas, in hiB Peerage Synopsu, (▼. ii., p. 441,) itatet that he was tammoned from the 9 to die 
23 Edw. III. ; hut, on referring to the intenrening writs, his name is only oontained in those of the yean abore men* 
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legitimate issue, leaving his sisters his heirs, viz: Elizabeth, who was wife of Sir Baldwin 

de Freville ; and Maud, who was wife of Sudley : but thej^could only daim from 

the writ of the 23 Edw. I., if that single writ can be considered to have created any des- 

* Vide cendable barony.* He is said to have mairied Margaret, daughter of lord Fumi- 

Frescheirille. yal, and to have had a son Ghiy, who married Margaret, one of the daughters of Thomas 
Beauchamp, earl of Warwick, and died s.p. By an old concubine, Lora, daughter of 
Richard Astley, of Ullinhale, in the county of Warwick, he had a son Sir John Montfort, 
whose male line flourished for many years at Coleshill, in the county of Warwick, till the 
attainder of Sir Simon de Montfort, temp. Hen. YIL, whose descendants continued at 
Bescote, in the county of Stafford. 



MONTHERMER.— (2 Edw. II.) 

Ralph db Monthermbr (of whose origin Dugdale does not make mention) was an 
esquire in the household of Gilbert de Clare, earl of Gloucester and Hertford, who had 
married Joane of Acres, daughter of king Edw. I. Upon the death of the said earl, his 
widow Joane married secondly this Ralph de Monthermer, who in regard he possessed 
the lands of those earldoms, to which his wife was entitled for term of life, was summoned 
to parliament as earl of Gloucester and Hertford from the 26 to the 35 Edw. I., inclusive. 
In the 29 Edw. I. he was one of those nobles who in the parliament at Lincoln sub- 
t Dug. Uiti scribedf the famous letter to the pope, being then styled '^ Radolphnu de Mmite HermerU 
^^^™- CamUis Ghucesfr et Her^d;'' but his wife, the countess, dying the 1 Edw. II., he 

never thereafter ha d the title of earl, and was summoned to parliament as a baron only 
from the 2 to the 18 Edw. II., inclusive, by the designation in the respective writs, 
'^ Radulpho (k Monthermer^ or Monte HermerU.^' 

After the death of the princess Joane, the countess, he married Isabel widow of 

John de Hastings, (sister and coheir to Aymer de Valence, earl of Pembroke), and 

i l^^J^*^* ^' deceased, having had issue two sons, Thomas and Edward :t of which, Dugdale states, 

pa 217 1 coaiii 

Sandf. Geneal. that Thomas never had summons to parliament, and was slain in a sea fight^ with the 

French, in the year 1340, (14 Edw. III.,) leaving Margaret his daughter and hor, who 

married John de Montacute, second son of William, first earl of Salisbury ; and had by 

him a son John, who succeeded as heir to his tmcle, and became third eatl of Salisbury, 

_. and tliereby blended the baronies of Montacute and Monthermer in thatinheritance.§ 

MoBtacute. From the preceding statement it appears diat the writs of summons to Ralph de 

^ Sir Hanrii NioolM aflieiti tliit ThoBiM de MomiMnner ob. vi. pat., ("^m^Mir, v. it.,jy. 443^, and cdb kba 
kiir, which he oould not be, if he died k^fifre 
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Monthermer^ aa earl of Oloncester and Hertford, did not invest bim with any descend- 
able earldom, notwithstanding, that by reason of those writs of summons he sate in par- 
liament as a peer, and exercised all the legislatiye functions appertaining to that degree 
of honour. He was therefore a merely titalar earl, of precarious eontinuaiice, depen<fing 
on the life of his wife, and in such respect, solely her proxy in the parliamentary assera*- 
blages. It is the only precedent of the kind where the wife herself was merely tenant for 
hfe of the honour or title* 



EDWARD DE MONTHERMER.— (1 1 Edw. III.) 

Edward db Montherker had summons by writ, dated the 23rd of April, 11 Edw. 
III., to attend a council at Stamford, in which his name is inserted next to the earl of 
Oxford, and before all the other barons mentioned therein. By another writ, dated 
the 21st of June the same year, he had summons to attend a great council to be holden 
at Westminster; and his name is therein placed next to Henry Beaumont, earl of Boghan, 
and above all other barons ;* but, excepting on these two occasions, his name does not * Dugd. JMm 
appear in any other subsequent writs of summons. ^'"'^' 

The precedency given to him in the said writs, may be inferred to arise from his ' 

near relationship to the king, as grandson of Edw. I, (by his daughter Joane, of Acres), 
grandfather of Edw. Ill ; for both Dugdale, and Sandford (in his genealogical history of 
the royal families) state that Ralph de Monthermer had issue by the princess Joane, two 
sons, viz., Thomas, and Edward, who by MiUes and Brooke is represented to have been 

the eldest .f t MiUes and 

To this Edward, the king (his uncle) Edw. II. granted in tail general the manor of ^5^^'' ^^* 
Warblington, to revert to the king in fee 4 ^^t though doubted by Sir Harris NicoIas§ X P^ Rot. 4 
whether he was son of Ralph de Monthermer, yet, as there was not any other family of ^ s^opos' 
the same name, tliere does not appear any ground to suppose him not*to be the Edward. ^^ '^''P* ^^^' 
mentioned by Dugdale and Sandford ; and who Milles and Brook, in their Catalogues of 
Honor, say, died without issue ; the last adding (uncontradicted by his bitter critic Vin- 
cent,) and was buried at the Augustine Fryars, at Clare,\\ II Brook'iCat. 

of Hon. 

MORDAUNT.— (24 Hen. VIII.) 

From the records of this family, collected in the reign of Charles II., and printed at the 
expense of Henry, then earl of Peterborough, it seems that it is of very ancient standing: 
but without going so far back as the time of the conquest, it may be sufficient here to 
commence it with the first person who attained to the rank of a peer of the realm. 

VOL. I. ss 
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John Mordaunt^ a person of great eminence, and highly in favour with Hen. VIII., 
rf W ^^^ ^^ admitted into the house the 4th day of May, the 24 Hen. VIII.,* and afterwards had 
summons to parliament during his life. By his will, dated the 1st of August, 1560, he 
styles himself Lord Mordaunt of Twrvey, which would rather intimate that he was created 
by patent, than by summons ; for in the writs of summons he is designated John Mor- 
daunt, Ckh/y without any addition of de Turvey. The writs would be consequent to his 
creation, if by patent; it could therefore only be* by patent that he was styled baron of 
Turvey. The probate of his will is tested 1st September, 1562, from which it may be 
considered that he died in that yecu*. His wife was Elizabeth, daughter and heir of Henry 
t Diijffd. Bwp. Vere, lord of Drayton, and Adington, in the county of Northampton jt by which lady> 
besides other issue, he had John his son and heir, which 

John, second lord Mordaunt, died circ. 14 Elizabeth ; the probate of his will being 

dated the 19th of October that year. He married Ellen, cousin and heir of Richard Fitz 

Lewis, of West Thornton, in Essex, a rich heiress, for whose wardship, Morant in his 

t Vol. i. p. 213 history of Essex, j^ says, he gave king Henry thirteen hundred marks. His son and heir 

Lewis, third lord Mordaunt died the 16th of June, 1601, and was buried at Turvey^ 
the 29th of July following. By Elizabeth his wife, daughter of Sir Arthur Darcy, knt., 
he left issue 

Henry his son and heir, fourth lord Mordaunt, who by Margaret, daughter of Henry 
lord Compton, had issue 

John, fifth lord Mordaunt, who by letters patent (9 March, 3 Chas. L) was advanced 
to the dignity of earl of Peterborough : but though he was thus indebted to his majesty 
for promotion of honour, he nevertheless held a commission in the parliament army^ 
under the earl of Essex, being general of the ordnance, and colonel of a regiment of 
4 Amy List foot,§ in 1642, in which year he died, and was buried at Turvey, in tiie county of Bed* 
T.^^tridM, ^^^^9 ^^ ^^ ancestors. He married Elizabeth, sole daughter and heir of William lord 
1642. Efiingham, son and heir apparent to Charles Howard, earl of Nottingham, by Anne his 

H Dugd. Bar. wife, daughter and sole heir of John lord St. John, of BletsOs|| by which alliance the 
. p. 312. ijiypQuy q( Beauchamp, of Bletso, was brought into the Mordaunt family. By her he had 
issue two sons, viz : Henry his successor, and John created viscount Mordaunt, as here- 
after mentioned. 

Henry, second earl of Peterbcnrough^ and sixth baron Mordaunt, waa a staunch loyalist, 
and was wounded on the king's side, at the battle of Newbury. He was much distin- 
guished for his antiquarian knowledge, and with a desire to preserve the records of his 
family, which induced him to compile the scarce folio volume, entitled, ^^ Halstead^s 
Crenealoffies,'^ He died the 19th of June 1697, and was buried at Turvey ; but not hav- 
ing any male issue, the earldom of Peterborough devolved upon his nephew Charles, 
son and heir of hia brother John viscount Mordaunt, and the barony of Mordaunt being 
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created by writ, descended to his only daughter, the lady Mary Mordaunt, by Penelope 
his wife, daughter of Barnabas, earl of Thomond, in Ireland. 



MARY, BARONESS MORDAUNT. 

This lady, sole heiress of her father in the barony of Mordaunt, and of Beauchamp, of 
Bletso (or Bletshoe), was twice married, first to Henry, duke of Norfolk, from whom she 
was divorced ; and secondly to Sir John Germaine, bart., to whom, at her death, in 1705, 
she left her magnificent seat at Drayton, in the county of Northampton, which on his 
death, in 17 18, he gave to his second wife, Elizabeth, daughter of Charles, second earl of 
Berkeley ; which lady, at her decease, gave it to lord George Sackville, who took the 
name of Germaine, and was afterwards, in 17B2, created viscount Sackville: thus not 
having issue, the barony of Mordaunt, and of Beauchamp of Bletso, on her decease, re- 
verted to her cousin Charles, earl of Peterborough and Monmouth. 



MORDAUNT LORD MORDAUNT. 

It has been before stated, that Henry, second earl of Peterborough had a younger bro- 
ther John, which John having married Elizabeth, daughter and heir of Thomas Carey* 
second son of Robert, earl of Monmouth, was by letters patent the 10th of July, the 11 
Chas. II, created baron Mordaunt of Ryegate, in the county of Surry, and viscount Mor- 
daunt of Avalon, in the county of Somerset; he died in the lifetime of his brother earl 
Henry, in 1675, and was succeeded by 

Charles, his son and heir, who, in April 1689, was advanced to the title of earl of 
Monmouth, and in 1697 succeeded his uncle Henry, as earl of Peterborough, and in 1705 
succeeded his cousin lady Mary in the baronies of Mordaimt and Beauchamp, of Bletso ; 
thus uniting together all the honours of the Mordaunt family. His enmity to the duke of 
Marlborough, and friendship for Pope, as observed by the earl of Orford* ^'will preserve « Honoe 
his name, when his genius, too romantic to have laid a solid foundation for fame, shall be ^^'*' 
forgotten : he was a man who would neither Uve, nor die like other mortals ;'' he died at 
Lisbon, in 1735, aged 77* By Carey, his first wife, daughter of Sir Alexander Fraser, 
of Dores, in Scotlanc), he had two sons, John and Henry, and a daughter Henrietta, who 
married Alexander, second duke of Grordon ; Henry the youngest son died of the small 
pox, unmarried, vi* pat, and 

John, the eldest viscount Avalon (or rather Mordaunt of Avalon), also died of 

a So named bj Diigdale.~(Tb/. it. p. Z12.J but ctUed Bobert Carey by Sir Harris Nicolaa.— ^S'yuopfftf vol. it 
p, iZ2.J 
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the small pox yit& patris^ the 6th of April, 1710, leaving by lady Frances Ptolet, daugh- 
ter of Charles, duke of Bolton, two sons, Charles and John. 

Charles, the eldest son, succeeded his grandfather as fourth earl of Peterborough, and 
second earl of Monmouth ; he married first, Mary daughter of Thomas Cox, esq., and 
by her, who died in November 1756, had issue Frances, who married, in October 1765, 
the Rev. Samuel Bulkeley, of Hatfield, in the county of Hertford, and Mary Anastasia 
Grace, bom the 5th of June, 1738* His second wife was Robiana, daughter of colonel 
Brown, by whom he had two sons, Charles Henry, bom in 1 758, and Paulet, bom in 
1759, who died young. Deceasing the 1st of August, 1777^ be was succeeded by 

Charles Henry, his only surviving son, aiid last earl of his family, who dying un- 
married, in 1814, the earldoms of Peterborough and Monmouth, the viscounty of Mor- 
daunt, of AvaloQ, and barony of Mordaunt, of Ryegate, are presumed to be extinct, or 
dormant, till some heir male can establish a right thereto; but the barony of Mordaunt, 
created the 24 Hen. YIII., devolved upon 



LADY MARY ANASTATIA GRACE, BARONESS MORDAUNT. 

This lady was daughter, as before noticed, of Charles, fourth earl of Peterborough, by his 
first wife ; and by the death of her half brother Charles, the fifth earl, in 1814^ s.p., be* 
came entitled to the succession of- the barony of Mordaunt, and the presumed barony of 
Beauchamp, of Bletso ; but deoeaung s.p., in 1819, they then fell to Alexander, duke of 
Gtordon, in Scotland, grandson and h^ general ot the body of Isdy Henrietta Mordaunt, 
only daughter of Charles, third earl of Peterborough, from whom not any issue 



GORDON, BARON MORDAUNT. 

Ai^nxANDBB fourth duke of G^nrdon, having th«s become heir general to the barony of 
Mordamxt, it merged in his higher dignities ; but with respect to the barony of Bean- 
champ, of Bletahoe, it ooay be questioned how fiur it was ever recognized as a descendable 
barony. R<^r de Beauchamp married the eldest sister and coheir of William de 
PtiteshuU, and in the partition of the iadieritance, obtained the maiiors of Bletshoe, and 
* LytonB in Caysho, in the county of Bedford.* He had aumaaons to parliament for divers years, 
Com. Bedf. ^g Roger de Beauchamp^ but none of his descendants had the like summons after him. — 
Margaret de Beauchamp, daughter and heiress of John, his great-grandson, married to 
her first husband. Sir Oliver St John, from whom descended Sir Oliver St. John, crea- 
ted by patent in 1559, baron St. John of Bletshoe, with limitation to the heirs male of 
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his body : thus tbere was not any allusion to the ancient barony of Beauchamp, though 
there was in him an heirship in blood, by descent from Roger de Beauchamp, the first and 
only one of the family summoned to parliament. 

Alexander, duke of Gordon, died in 1827, leaving issue five daughters, vis x Char- 
lotte married to Charles duke of Richmond ; Madelina married first to Sir John Sinclair, 
bart. ; and secondly to Charles Palmer, esq., of LocUey Park, county of Berks ; Susan 
married to William, duke of Manchester ; Louisa married to Charles, second marquess 
Comwallis ; Geoigiana married to John, fifth duke of Bedford. Duke Alexander also 
had two sons ; Alexander the youngest died vitft patris, unmarried ; and Oeorge his eldest 
and only surviving son was his successor \ which 

Oeoige, fifth duke of Gordon and, second baron Mordaunt, died s.p., in 183 — ^ when 
the barony of Mordaunt, and interest in the barony of Beauchamp, of Bletshoe, fell iuto 
abeyance between his five sisters and coheiresses. 



MORLEY.— (28 Edw. I.) 

William db Morlbt, a distinguished commander in the wars of Scotland, had sum- 
mons to Carlisle the 26 Edw. I., equxs et armisy being named in the writ a baron, the 
earls and barons therein mentioned having their ranks distinguished by their respective 
degrees ;* after this he had summons to parliament the 28, S2, 33, and 34 Edw. I., * Dngd. liBti 
inclusive. His son and heir, "^ ^^"*- 

Robert de Morley, married Hawyse, daughter, and at length heiress of William le 
Mareschall, baron of Hengham, in the county of Norfolk, and marshall of Ireland,) sister 
and heiress to her brother John Mareschall,) by which alliance he acquired that high 
hereditary office. He was admiral of the English Fleet, and had other eminent offices, 
and was summoned to parliament firom the 11 Edw. II. to the 31 Edw. III., in whose 
34th year he died, full of honour. 

William de Morley his son and heir, had summons from the 38 Edw. III. to the 2 
Ric. II., and died circ. the 4th, leaving Cecily his wife, daughter of Thomas lord Bar*^ 
dolph, surviving, and 

Thomas de Morley his son and heir,* who had summons from the 5 Ric. II. to the 
4 Hen. V., about which time he deceased. He married Anne, daughter of Edward loid 
Despenser, by which lady he had issue Robert his son and heir i^parent, who died in 
his lifetime, having married Isabel, daughter of John lord Molines, and had issue a son 
Thomas, successor to his grand&ther; which 

ft Vide Roi, Pari. vi. iU, p. ISe, no. 16.— BetHiott of Tbomfts, wm and heir of WSHm de Morkfft to ezecntc 
Um vftoe of BfanhaU of Irdnd kf deputj. 
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Thomas de Morley had summons to parliament from the 5 to the 13 Hen. VI.; and 
died shortly after.^ He married Isabel, daughter of Michael de la Pole, earl of Suffolk ;^ 
and had issue 

Robert de Morley, his son and heir, then aged seventeen, who, the 20 Hen. VI., 
had summons to parliament, and died the year following, leaving, by Elisabeth his wife, 
daughter of William lord Roos, an only daughter and heir Alianore only six months old, 
who afterwards married William Lovel, second son of William lord Lovel, of Tichmersh. 



LOVEL BARON MORLEY.— (9 Enw. IV.) 

William Lovel having married the said Alianore, daughter and sole heir of Robert 
lord Morley, had summons to parliament in her right the 9 Edw. IV., by the title of 
'' WiUiam Lovel de Morley Chivdliery^ and also the 49 Hen. VI. After when he died, in 
July, 1476, leaving Alianore his wife surviving, and two children, viz., Henry and Alice 
Lovel ; which 

Henry Lovel, second of his family lord Morley, was then in minority ; and on ar- 
riving at foil age had in 1489 special livery of all his lands ; but was never summoned to 
parliament. He was slain at Dixmude, in Flanders, the 4 Hen. VII. He married Eliz- 
abeth, daughter of John de la Pole, duke of Suffolk, by Elizabeth Flantagenet, daughter 
of Richard duke of York, father of king Edw. IV.; but not having any issue, the barony 
of Morley devolved upon his only sister and heiress Alice, who married, first, Sir Wil- 
liam Parker, knight; and secondly Sir Edward Howard, (second son of Thomas, duke of 
Norfolk,) whom she survived, but had not any issue by him. 



PARKER BARON MORLEY.— (14 Hbn. VIII.) 

Sib William Parker, who thus married the heiress of the last Lovel lord Morley, was 
standard bearer, and of ^e privy council to king Ric. IIL, and died in 1510, leaving by 
Alice his wife, 

Henry Parker his son and heir, who, the 14 Hen. VIII had summons to parliament 

• Dug. Listi by the name of "ffoiry Parker de Morley CMvalier ;"* and from thence to the 3 Phil, and 

Mary, inclusive. In the 25 Hen. VIII. he had a controversy with the lord Dacres, of Gil- 

lesland, for precedence, which was adjudged to him. He married Anne, daughter of Sir 

» In Dugdale'B printed Liits of Sunmong there eppean an error, (probably typographical) in redting the name 
of John de Morlejf, instead of Tkomatf aa lommoned the 11 Hen. VI. 

In Lodge's Peerage of Ireland, (vol. iL, p. 167,) there is a note wiiioh makes this Isabel danghter and sole heir 
of Midiael De la Pole. InDeUiP61e,Dngdale says she died before the 10 Hen. V.nnmarried, dtingChms 10 Hen. V. 
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John St. John, of Bletshoe, and had by her a son Henry, created a Knight of the fiath 
at the coronation of queen Anne Bullen, who died before him, leaving by Orace his wife, 
daughter of John Newport, esq., a son Henry, who on his death, the 3 Philip and Mary, 
was his successor. This 

Henry, second Parker lord Morley, having succeeded his grand&ther had summons 
to parliament to the 14 Elizabeth, inclusive. By Elizabeth his wife, daughter of Edward, 
earl of Derby, he had issue 

Edward, the third Parker baron Morley, his son and heir, who had summons to 
parliament from the 23 Elizabeth, to the 12 James L, and died the 16 of the same reign. 
In the 29 of queen Elizabeth he was one of the peers who gave judgment of death- 
against Mary queen of Scots ; so likewise was he one of the peers, who, the 32 Elizabeth, 
gave similar judgement upon Philip, earl of Arundel ; as also in the 43 Elizabeth upon 
Robert, earl of Essex. He married Elizabeth, sole daughter and heir of William Stanley 
lord Monteagle, and by her had William his son and heir, which 

William, fourth Parker baron ^orley, had summons vit& patris as lord Monteagle, 
and succeeding his father coalesced the barony of Morley with that of Monteagle, as un- 
der the said title has been before mentioned.* * vide 

Monteagle. 

MORTIMER.— (22 Edw. I.) 

This is one of the many eminent Norman families which came over with the Conqueror, 
and assisted him in his proud acquirement of the English throne,* and according to 
heraldic story, is represented to have been by consanguinity allied to him ;t though, ao- t DngA. Bar. 
cording to the law> bastards are not considered to have any legal relatives. ^^ ' ^' ^' 

Roger, or Ralph de Mortimer, the first who came into England, obtained by force 
of arms the castle of Wigmore, in the Marches of Wales, which with very numerous 
manors in divers counties, he possessed at the time of the general survey. From him, 
after several successions, descended 

Roger de Mortimer, famous for the tournament he held at Kenilworth, temp. Edw, 
I., where he sumptuously entertained for three days one hundred knights and as many 
ladies, the like whereof had never before been known in England. He died circ. 10 
Edw. I. having married a great coheiress, Maud, one of the daughters of William de 

^ No oonqnest waa eirer more complete. Tlie crown of England haa continoad ever since in his deaoendants ; 
and the nobility boaat with pride their lineage from aome one of those who were in hia retinae ; whereas notwith- 
standing the gloriona fictories of the British arms to conquer France, they were erentoally totally driven oat, and 
England cannot show that she retains a aingle viUage, or an acre of land in that coantry, aa the resalt of her pretended 
eonqaest. If conqveat imports acqoisitiony the glory ia to France. If it imports merely Tictory, the shadow of it ia 
vJlhBn^and. 
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Braose, of Brecknock, by Eve his wife, one of the sisters and coheirs of Ansehn Mares- 
diall the bust of his name eari of Pembroke. By her he had issae seyerpl sons, whereof. 
Sir Ralph, the eldest, died before him ; Edmund was his successor ; Roger was lord of 
* Vide Chirke ;* Sir William died s.p. ; and Sir Geffery died viti patris. 

CUrke.^ ^ Edmund de Mortimer, eldest surviving son of Roger, had summons to parliament 

from the 22 to the 30 Edw. I., inclusive, shortly after which he died, leaving 

Roger Mortimer his son and heir, who had summons to parliament from the 27 

Edw. I. to the 30th, in the lifetime of his father. In the 29 Edw. I. he was one of those 

who in the parliament at Lincoln subscribed the fiamous letter to the pope, being then 

t Dngd. Lists designated ^Rogerus de Moriuo mari Domima de Penketlyn^i to which parliament his 

•f Snmm. father Edmund being also summoned, subscribed the said letter by the denomination of 

^EdmvnduB de Mortuo nunri DominiUB de Wigmore.'^ He was afterwards summoned to the 

t Coron. Rot. 35 Edw. I.; bat in the 1 Edw. II. (to whose coronation he had siunmons,)t he had the 

^ ^' addition of de Wtgrn/ore to his name, and the same in the subsequent writs to the 10 

Edw* II., from which time he was not again summoned till the 20th : after then he was 

created earl of March, by which title he was summoned to a great council at Westminster 



§ Diigd. iisti the 3 Edw. III.,§ having been summoned till then as Robert Mortimer de Wigmore. 
His earldom however was of short duration ; for being, as the general Histories relate, 
the great favourite of Isabel, the adulterous queen of Edw. II., he was suddenly surprised 
at the castle of Nottingham, was secured, and being accused in parlianu^t of certain 
high crimes and found guilty, he was ignominiously executed on the common gallows near 
Smithfield, and being attainted all his honours were forfeited. He married Joane, daugh- 
ter of Peter, son of Geffery de Oenevil, lord of Trim in Ireland, and thereby on her death, 
that lordship and other great estates came into his family. 

Edmund his eldest son, had not his father's title of earl, by reason of his attainder, 
but he was summoned to parliament as Edmund de Mortimer the 5 Edw. III.5 and died 
in the flower of his age the same year, leaving by Elizabeth his wife, one of the daugh- 
ters and at length coheirs of Bartholomew lord Badlesmere, (who survived him, and re- 
married William de Bohun, earl of Northampton,) Roger his son and heir, which 

Roger Mortimer was then only three years old ; but in the 20 Edw. III., though he 
had not fiilly come to his minority, the Idng was pleased to take his homage and give 
him livery of his lands, and he had summons to parliament from the 22 to the 28 Edw. 
III. as Roger Mortimer, excepting in the 24, 25, and 27, with the addition of de Wigmore. 
Having obtained the fiill reversal of his grandfather^s attainder, he was summoned to par- 
liament the 29 Edw. III. as earl of March, which title he thenceforth continued to 
enjoy till his death, the 34 Edw. III. By Philippa his wife, daughter of William de 
Montacnte, earl of Salisbury, he had a son Roger^ who died before him, and 

Edmund Mortimer, earl of March, his surviving son and heir, who died the 5 Ric. II., 
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being only twenty-nine years of age. He married Fhilippa, daughter and heir of Lionel, 
duke of Clarence, son of king Edw. III., by EUsabetii his wife, daughter and heir of 
William, son and heir of John de Burgh, earl of Ulster, in Ireland, by which match he 
acquired the third part of the earldom of Gloucester, in England, with the county of 
Ulster, and dominion of Connaught, in Ireland. By this great heiress he had issue, 
Roger, his successor ; Sir Edmund, who married the daughter of Owen Olendour ; and 
Sir John, who was executed for treasonable practices, temp. Hen* YI. 

Roger, next earl of March, son and heir of earl Edmimd, died the 22 Richard II., 
leaving by AUanor his wife, daughter of Thomas Holland, earl of Kent, Edmund his son 
and heir ; Roger who died s.p.; and two daughters, Anne, and Alianor, which last mar* 
ried Edward, son of Edward Courtenay, earl of Devon, and died s.p. 

Edmimd, who succeeded his fietther, was the last earl of his family, and died the 
3 Hen. VI., s.p., being then aged about twenty-four years, according to Dugdale;^ but as « D^gd. bw.^ 
the same learned herald has before stated that he was bom on St. Leonardos day, the 15 ^^^**' P* ^^^* 
Richard II., he must have been aged about thirty-four, rather than twenty-four* years ; 
whereupon Richard, duke of York, son of Anne his sister, by Richard, earl of Cambridge, 
her husband, was by inquisition found to be his heir, and at that time fourteen years of 

age.t t IM. 

This Richard, duke of York, was father of Edward, aft^wards king Edw. IV., and 
thus the great inheritances of the Mortimer family merged in the crown. 



MORTIMER OF RICHARDS CASTLE.— (25 Edw. I.) 

Robert Mortimer of the same family as the preceding, married Mai^gery, daughter 
and heir of Hugh de Say (relict of Hugh, son of Walcheline de Ferrers),} and thereby t Monat, 
acquired Richards Castle.^ In the 12 Henry II. he certified the knights' fees of this ^^ ^' ^' ^^' 
honour to be twenty-three ; his grandson 

Robert de Mortimer married Joyce, the daughter and heir of William le Zouch^ 
and died the 15 Edw. I. leaving his vnte surviving, and Hugh, his son and heir, as also a 
younger son William, who took the name of Zouche, and was thence denominated Zouche 
of Mortimer. 

•■ King BiohMd nigasd twenty-two jevn ; Hen. IV. newly fiimrteea; Hen. V. nearly ten. Therafore tSUntiof 
for the intenticee of time, from the birth of earl Edmimd, the 16 Richard II. to the 3 Hen. VI., he mnit hare been 
then thirty-four yeara old at tiie time of hia deatii, or nearly that age. 

h Dogdale in hia acooont of the Saya of Bleharda Caatle, (toI. L, p. 454,) difibrs from hia aocovnt above meo^i 
tioned, imder Mortimer^ and atatea Umf the danf^ter and heir of Hngh de Say, narried Hugh de Ferrara, whoaa 
dangfaler and heir Mngery married. Bobert Mortioier, and afterwarda WiOiam da StetaWlL 

VOL. I. T t 
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Hugh de Mortimer^ the eldest son, was summoned to parliament the 25 and 27 
Edw. hy as Hugh de Mortimer^ without any distinction of place ; he was also summoned 
equis et armis to Carlisle the 26 Edw. I., being in the writ styled a barony when the earls 
and barons therein mentioned were all distinguished by their respective ranks ; but he 
was never summoned after the 27 Edw. I. He died the 32 Edw. L, leaving Joane his 
eldest daughter, aged twelve, Margaret his youngest, eight years of age, and Maud his 
wife surviving; of which daughters, Joane married Thomas de Bykenore, and affcer 
his death s.p., Richard, a younger son of Richard lord Talbot, of Ecdeswell, in the county 
of Hereford, who with her had Richards Castle ; Margaret, the youngest, married Geffery 
Cornwall ; but not any of the descendants from either coheir were ever summoned to 
parliament. 



Hugh de Mortimer, summoned to parUament the 25 and 27 Edw. I., ob. 32 Edw. I.=T=Maad 

Thomas B7kenore,=^oaney daughtei^Richard Talbot, Margaret, daugfater^pGeffery Com- 

s.p., first hosb. and coheir. | second hnsb. and coheir. i wall. 



1 ' 1 1 1 

John Talbol^pJoane de Grey. Richard. Thomas. Issue. 

I ~z 1 

John Talbot.^Catherine, daughter of Gilbert=7=Margaret, daughter of Sir John Howard. 



. I \/i 



r — : TT nr -;: 1 1 



8. p., 1382. 1388. sis. &coh. 



\ 



Richard, John, s. p. £]izabeth,^Warine Arch- Fhilippa, sis.^Sir Matthew Eleanor, ob. Richard, ob. 

I Gonmey. inn 



dekne. & coh.* I Gonmey. innupt. yi. pat. s. p. 



Alianor married Sir Fhilippa married Sir Margery married Philippa married Sir 

Walter Lucy, Knt. Hugh Courtney, Knt. Thomas Arundel. John Tiptoft, s.p. 

• Blare, p. 44, Botluid, layi she married Sir John Tiptoft, dting Each. 18 Bichard U., n. 59, and Pat. 9 Hen. lY., p. 1, m. S. 



MORTIMER OF ATTILBERGH.— (22 Edw. I.) 

William de Mortimer^ of Attilbergh^ in the county of Norfolk, had summons to 
parliament the 22 and 25 Edw. I., by the description of ffiUiam de Mortimer de AttU- 
bergh; but haying been taken prisoner in France, he was carried to Paris, where, accord- 

* Esch. 25 ing to Dugdale, he died,* being then called William de Mortimer ^ of Kingstone. By 

DS^d.^Bil-'.f ' AUce his wife, he had issue, 

▼oi. i., p. 154. Constantine Mortimer his son and heir, who at his father's death was in minority, 

t Blomefield's and died in 1334,t and was interred in Mortimer's chapel. By Sibyl his wife he had 
issue Constantine, Robert, and Thomas : of these sons, 

Constantine was his successor, and the same it is presumed, who the 16 Edw. III., 
had the summons to a great council to be holden at Westminster, but the meeting of 

of Sonm. which was prorogued,^ and he never after had the like summons. He died s.p., leaving 
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Robert Mortimer his brother and heir^ who never had any summons. By Margery his 
wife he had two sons, yiz. : Thomas and Constantine ; which last was of Great Elingham 
and Bernham, in the county of Norfolk. The eldest son, 

Thomas Mortimer, died in the lifetime of his father, having married Mary, daughter 
of Nicholas Park, (motiier, by a former husband^ of the celebrated Sir John Fabtaff,) 
and by her bad three daughters his coheiresses, viz :* * Blomefteld't 

Elizabeth, married first to Balph Bigot, of Stockton ; secondly to Henry Pakenham ; p^g^g {Jj^^; 
and tiiirdly to Thomas Manning, and had issue by her first and last husband. 

Cecily, married first to John de Herling ; and secondly to Sir John RatcUffe, by 
both of whom she had issue. 

Margaret, wedded Sir John Fitz-Ralph, whose grandson, another John, left two 
daughters his coheirs; whereof, Elizabeth married Robert Chamberlayne ; and Maud, 
Sir Robert Conyers. 



MORTIMER OF CHIRKE.— (I Edw. II.) ; 

RooER DE Mortimer, a younger son of Roger lord Mortimer, of Wigmore, by Maud, 
(or Matilda,) daughter of William de Braose, of Brecknock, had summons to most of 
the parliaments from the 1 to the 14 Edw. II., as Bj^ger de Mortimer de Chhrke; and in 
the writ of the 5 Edw. II. is styled a baron ; the earls and barons being designated therein 
by their respective ranks. He deceased the 10 Edw. IIL, leaving, by Luda his wife, 
daughter of Sir Robert de Wafre, a son, 

Roger de Mortimer, who was never summoned to parliament. He married Joane 
(or Juliana) de Turberville, and had a son John, who sold the lordship of Chirke to 
Richard Fitz-Alan, earl of Arundel,t and after that period, though his posterity long ^ j^^^ p. i^y 
continued in the male line, none were ever summoned to parliament. 



SIMON DE MORTIMER.— (24 Edw. I.) 
For this person, unnoticed by Dugdale, vide Vol. II. 



MOUBRAY.— (22 Edw. I.) 



The first person mentioned of this name was Robert de Moubray, (or Mowbray) earl of 
Northumberland, temp. William Rufos^ nephew of 6eoffirey> bishop of Constance,t but yoia^.^'' 
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whence the name originated does not appear. This earl Robert being in rebellion against 
king Hen. I.^ had his earldom and lands forfeited, which last were given by the king to 
Nigel de Albini, whose father Roger is said to have married Amicia de Moubray, sister 
to eail Robert. 

Roger de Albini, son and heir of Nigel, becoming possessed of the lands of Mou- 
* Diig. Bar., bray, by the special command, as it is related,* of king Henry, took the surname of 
Moubray, and was progenitor of the succeeding dynasty. 

William, grandson of Roger, was one of the celebrated twenty-five barons appointed 
to enforce the observation of the Magna Charta, temp, king John. His eldest son and 
heir Nigel dying s.p., he was succeeded by his brother Roger, father of another 

Roger de Moubray, who had summons to parliament the 22, 23, 24, and 25 Edw. I., 
and died the year following, leaving John his son and heir, which 

John de Moubray had summons from the 1 to the 14 Edw. II., as John de Moubray. 
He married Aliva, daughter and coheir of William de Braose, of Gower,^ and thereby ac- 
quired that inheritance. Having joined in the insurrection under the earl of Lancaster, he 
was among those who were taken prisoners at Boroughbridge, and was afterwards hanged 
at York, 15 Edw. II. His son and heir, 

John de Moubray, found great £avoiur from Edw. III., and had livery of his lands 
before he came at full age. He was summoned to parliament from the 1 to the 34 Edw. 
III., and died the year following, having had issue by Joane his wife, one of the daugh- 
ters of Henry, earl of Lancaster. 

John de Moubray, the fourth baron, who had summons fr^mi the 36 to the 39 Edw. 
III., as *^John de Moubray, de Axiholmy^ but was slain near Constantinople, on his 
way to the Holy Land, the 42 Edw. IIL He greatly advanced his family by marriage 
with SSiaabeth, daughter and hdr of John lord Segrave, by Margaret his wife, daughter 
and coheir of Thomas of Brotherton, earl of Norfolk, and marshal of England, son of 
king Edw. I., by his second queen. By this great lady he had issue two sons, whereof, 

John, fifth lord Moubray, his eldest son and heir, at the coronation of Richard IL 
was created earl of Nottingham, but died soon after, unmarried, leaving 

Thomas de Moubray, his brother and heir, who the 6 Richard IL was created earl 

of Nottingham, and three years after was constituted ElarP Marshall of England for life. 

f Bot. Fkri., After when, the 20 Richard II., he obtained a confirmationt of the office, with the name 

^ ^^' Ih' T' and honour of Earl Marshal of Enirland, to him and the heirs male of his body, and that 

ai.)Pp. 348«4. o ' J' 

they by reason of the said office, should bear '^ a golden truncheon enamelled with black 

> Hub barony (if it was one) fell into abeyance between Moubray and Bohnn of Midhnnt, wbick does not ap- 
pear to liave been ever determined, though the family of Howard, erentnally coheirs to Monbray, included it with 
«iwir Norfolk honours. 

k flndftad gays he was the first 9ari Mmmk^: ftw WA»f« him they wvre only Mwnkdk. 
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at each endy having at the vpper end the kmg^e arms; and ai the Imoer^ their own arme en^ 
graven thereon.^' 

Moreover, the 21 Richard II. he was created duke of Norfdlk; attd his grandmothw) 
the countess Margaret (then living) was at the same time created duchess of NorfoUL*!* 01^' n'^*' 
But after all this greatness he fell into disgrace,t for being accused by Henry, duke of t. ilL, p. 355. 
Hereford (afterwards king Hen. IV.) of having spoken words disrespectfully of the king, Doim. & Ext. 
a challenge thereupon ensued ; a day for combat was appointed ; the noble dukes entered ^^i^i^*' ▼oL U. 
the lists ;^ but the king, when they were about to engage, forbade the combat. The 
duke of Norfolk was banished for life, the duke of Hereford for ten years. The duke of 
Norfolk retired abroad, and died at Venice of the pestilence ; but according to Sandfordl t Sandford's 

, GeQ6aL Hist« 

of grief, anno 1400, 1 Hen. IV. By his second wife, Elizabeth, sister and coheir of 
Thomas Fitz Alan, earl of Arundel, he had two sons, Thomas and John ; also two daugh- 
ters, Isabella (or Isabel) who married Sir James Berkeley, knight ; and Mai^ret, Sir 
Robert Howard, whose issue became eventually his coheirs. 

Thomas, the eldest son, was in minority at his father's death. He never had the 
title of duke, and Dugdale says, nor any other but that of Earl Marshal; but taking 
part in a conspiracy to dethrone the king, he with others was beheaded at York the 6 
Hen. IV., but not having any issue he was succeeded by 

John de Moubray, his brother and heir, who, the 1 Hen. V., by writ addressed 
Jahamd Comiti MareechaUo, was summoned to parliament ; and from thence, by the 
same title, to the 3 Hen. VI., inclusive ;§^ but in the next year, 4 Hen. VI., he had sum- § Diigd.Li8ts. 
mens as duke of Norfolk, || having, in the words of Dudgale, been restored to that dignity ^ ibid. 
in the parliament holden at Westtnineter the 3 Hen. VL% But as the act of banishment T T>ng. B«r.. 
against his father was not attended with any attainder, there was no forfeiture incurred, *' ^' 
and therefore it does not appe^ that, although his elder brother Thoma3 only used the 
title of ESarl Marshal, he was incapable to succeed his father in the dukedom. The pro- 
ceedings in the parliament at Westminster do not contain any enactment of restoration, 
the decision was merely a recognition of right ; they ori^nated in a controversy between 
this JohQ, Earl Marshal, and the earl of Warwick for precedenoe ; the Earl Marshal 
alledging that he was earl of Norfolk by descent, as heir as well to that title as to the 
arms royal of England, from Thomas of Brotherton, earl of Norfolk, younger son of king 
Edw. I., and so created by his brother of the half blood, Edw. II., anno 6 of his reign, 
to him and his heirs for ever. But this dispute, after divers hearings, was terminated by 
reason that the said John, ESarl Marshal, was heir to the dukedom of Norfolk, and as 

A Vide a detailed acoonnt of tibie spcmdid entry of the two dietingnished oombatMiti into the listi prepared for 
their tnooonter, in Smollet's History of England, ander the reign of Richard II. 

^ In Dngdale'i Writs of Summons the 1 and 2 Hen. VI., the nasM n printed Th9ma»i instead of John, Bmi 
Menhai, hnt in the 3 Hen. VI., it is tlwR prinM^/oAn. 



342 BARONIA ANGLICA CONCENTRATA. 

such was adjudged to bear that title with a reservation to his heirs, as to the question of 
* Rot. Pari., precedence as earl of Norfolk* 

267/ad p. 275. Having thus had the title of duke of Norfolk confirmed to him, he thenceforth bore 

the same, and had summons to parliament by it till his death the 11 Hen. VI. 

By Katherine his wife, daughter of Ralph Nevil, earl of Westmorland, he left issue 
John his only son and heir, which 

John de Moubray, duke of Norfolk, died the 1 Edw. IV., leaving by Eleanor his 
wife, daughter of William lord Bourchier, an only son and heir, 

John de Moubray, the last duke of Norfolk of his family, who, the 29 Hen. VI., in 

the lifetime of his father, had been created earl Warren and Surrey, titles which had been 

enjoyed by the Fitz Alan family ; whereof Thomas de Moubray, the first duke of Norfolk, 

had married Elizabeth, one of the sisters and coheirs to Thomas, earl of Arundel and of 

t Banks's Surrey.f He died circ. 15 Edw. IV., having married Elizabeth, daughter of John Talbot, 

Dorm. & £xt. 

Bar., Tol. iii. earl of Shrewsbury, and had issue an only daughter and heiress, Anne, which 

Anne Mowbray, by reason the titles of duke of Norfolk, and earl Warren and Surry, 
were limited to issue male, could not succeed to either; but the baronies of Moubray 
and Seagrave, with a moiety of the barony of Braose of Gower, being derivable from 
writ of summons, devolved upon her^ heiress general of her family. She was contracted 
in marriage to Richard, second son of king Edw. IV., who by special charter created him 

t Chart. 16 duke of Norfolk, and earl Warren, to hold to him and the heirs male of his body ;t but 
the fate of this young prince is well known, that he and his brother Edward V. were 
both smothered in the tower, s. p. Thus the marriage was never consummated ; and 
there not being any issue of the body of this lady Anne, the baronies of Moubray and 
Seagrave fell into abeyance between the families of Berkely and Howard, descended from 
Isabel and Margaret, the two daughters, and at lengdi coheirs of Thomas de Mowbray, 
first duke of Norfolk. The abeyance of the barony of Seagrave does not appear to have 
been ever determined. But the 15 Cha. I., Henry, eldest son of Thomas Howard, earl 
of Arundel, had summons to parliament by writ, viz: Pradilecto etfideli 9uo Henrico 

§ Dngd. Lasts Moubroy Chiv* fprimogenito Thonue ComUis ArundelUB.J Teste &c., 21 Martii.§ 

In the 31 and 32 Car. II., Henry, eldest son of Henry, duke of Norfolk, had sum- 
mons by writ directed, ^^ Henrico Movhrayy Che?r primogeniio Henrici Duds Norfff^ and 

II Joum.Dom. was introduced and placed in the upper end of the barons' bench, 28 January, 1677*11 
This barony of Moubray, with the coheirship to the baronies of Seagrave, and Braose of 
Grower, continued in the Howards, dukes of Norfolk, until the death of Edward the duke, 
in 1777> s.p., when all the baronies in fee fell into abeyance between the daughters and 
coheirs of lord Philip Howard, his brother, viz : Winifred, the eldest, who married Wil- 
liam lord Stourton; and Anne, the youngest, who married Robert lord Petre. The 
dukedom of Norfolk, with the earldom of Arundel, and the other honours annexed 
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thereto, by the act of parliament of the 3 Car. I., and by various subsequent acts, settle- 
ments, and patents, devolved upon the next heir male, in the person of Charles, grand- 
son of Charles Howard, of Greystock, brother to Henry, grandfather of him the said 
duke Edwardj^ ; which 

Charles Howard, so succeeding to the dukedom of Norfolk, and the entailed honours, 
died in 1786, leaving Charles his only son and heir, the next duke ; who died in 1815, 
s.p., when the Norfolk honours again reverted to a collateral younger branch of the 
&mily in Bernard Edward Howard, the fag end of an old stock nearly worn out by de- 
crepitude ; which Bernard Edward, late duke of Norfolk, left issue an only son his suc- 
cessor, and now duke ; concerning whose legitimacy, much may be seen by the perusal 
of the evidence given on the action for adultery brought by his father against colonel 
Bingham, afterwards earl of Lucan. 

Henry Frederick, Earl of Arundel.=p 

Thomas, restored Henry, bro.^. .. . Philip, Charles of Greystock, ^ quo Tliree Bernard, a quo 



Duke of Norfolk, & heir, ob. 
ob. coeiebs. circ. 1684. 



r 



s.p. Charles, Duke of Norfolk,'who other the late Duke 

died in 1815, s.p. sons. Bernard Edw. 



1. Henry Duke 2. Thomas of Work-= 

of Norfolk, ob. sop, ob. tI. fratris, 

1701, s.p. 1689. 



n 1 

3. George. 5. Frederick Henry, a quo (as 

4. James. presumed by eyidence) the un- 

fortunate Mr. Walter Howard. 



Thomas succeeded his unde Henry, ob. Edward, heir to his brother Richard, 1 =r=Fhilip, ob.^ 

Duke Henry, ob. 1732, s.p. yi.firat.s.p. Duke Thomas, ob. 1777. s.p. s.p I yI. fratris. 

I ' ! 1 . 

Thomas, ob. inf. et. Winifred married Wil- Edward, ob. 1765, tI. Anne married Robert 

Ti. Duke Edward, s.p. liam Lord Stourton. Duke Edward, s.p. Lord Petre. 



MULTON OF GILLESLAND.— (1 Edw, II.) 

Thomas de Multon having given one thousand marks to the king (John) for the 
wardship of the two daughters and coheirs of Richard de Lucie^ baron of Egremont, in 
the county of Cumberland ; afterwards married them to his two sons Lambert and Alan, 

whom he had by his first wife. Of these sons, Lambert married Annabel the 

eldest daughter, and had a son Thomas, who continuing his paternal name, was called 
TTutmas de Mutton, ofEffremont. Alan the other son, married Alice the other daughter 
and coheir of Richard de Lucie, and had a son also called Thomas, who assumed his 
mother's name of Lucie, as has before been mentioned under that article.* * Vide Lucie. 

ft Vide Memoirs of Walter Howard, and the way in which his nearer consanguinity to the right of succession 
upon the death of duke Edward, in 1777, was resorted to, for the purpose of mystifying his descent ; a curious and 
▼ery interesting pamphlet; 8yo.,Tery scarce. 



344 BAftONIA ANGLICA CONCKNTRATA. 

The said Thomaa, father of Lambert and Alan de Multon^ married to his second 
wife, Ada, widow of the aforesaid Richard de Lucie, and daughter and coheir of Hugh 
de Morville, by Ada his wife, daughter and heir of William Engayn, by Ibria his wife, 
daughter and heir of Robert IVEstriyers, baron of Burgh-upon-the-Sands, and hereditary 
forester of Cumberland. By this great heiress he had Thomas his son, who on his death, 
the 24 Hen. IIL, was the heir to his mother's inheritance. This 

Thomas de Multon married Maud^ daughter and heir to Hugh de Yaux, baron of 
Gillesland, and dying the 55 Hen. III., was succeeded by 

Thomas de Multon, his son and heir, who died the 21 Edw. L, leaving a son and 
heir 
^ Thomas de Multon, who deceased very shortly after his father, vis., the 23 Edw. L, 

leaving Thomas his son and heir, aged thirteen, and Isabel his wife surviving, which 

Thomas paying his baronial relief of one hundred pounds, when he came of age, had 

livery of his lands, and had summons td parliament from the 1 to the 7 Edw. II. inclusive, 

as nomas de Muttony de OiUeslandy by which denomination he also had summons to the 

* Conm. Rot. coronation of king Edw. II.* He died soon after his last writ of summons, leaving by Mar- 

^' garet his wife, a sole daughter and heiress Margaret, who married Ranulph de Dacre, and 

Carried the barony of Gillesland into that fsunily, which is now represented by the pre* 

t Vide Dacre. sent Baron de Dacre, heir general of Multon and De Dacre. t 



MUSORAVE.— (24 Edw. III.) 

Thomas Musobavb, of a very ancient family, though none were ever before called to 
parliament, had summons thereto from the 24 to the 47 Edw. III. ; but never after, nor 
any of his descendants, wbo continued long after. He was a very distinguished com^ 
mander in the wars of Scotland, but the 2 Ric. II* had the mischance to be taken pri- 
soner, when he gave mainpevnors, or securities, for the payment of his ransom : yet 
when the time for payment became due, he refused to make it ; so that it fell to his main«> 
pevnors to disharge it ; of which complaints being made to the king, he ordered his lands 
to be seised. This detracts not a little from his character as a baron of the realm, and 
a soldier; but if this barony is one claimable at this day, it is to be hoped more honour 
runs in the blood of the heir thereto, who is said to be Thomas Davison Bland, esq., of 

t Ex. Ms. Kippax Park, in the county of York.:t 

Arm. ^' ^'^ He died circ. 7 Ric. IL> leaving male issue ; from whom descended Sir Richard 

Musgrave, of Hartley Castle, the third baronet, whose only daughter and heir general, 
Mary, married Thomas Davison, of Blackstone, in the county of Durham, esq. Dugdale 
only notices one wife of Thomas the baron, namely, Isabel, widow of Robert, son of 
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Robert lord Clifford ; but other authorities assert she was his third wife ;* and whieh^ by * Kimber'i 
perusal of Dogdale's account of the family^t and that he married her the 44 Edw. IIL^ yA^^^l 
and had a son Thomas, a knight, the 2 Bic II., who was taken prisoner with his father, ^ a!|^ 15S. 
appears the most correct. 

1 . Sir WiDiam.^Elinbetfa, daa. of Sir TkomBM Ciirwai. 2. Siiiioii.^vIian, dtn. of Wllliaiii EUeiiDer, Eiq. 

Sir Eichard, ob. ISSS.^Agnea, dan. of TliomM Lord Wharton. Chriatopher.^ploany d. of Sir Henry Cnrweii. 

r ' 1 I— -^^ ' 

Thomas ob. 1565, Eleanor mar. Sir Bobert Sir Richard died atr^Francee, dan. of ThiHp 



Aard died atr^j 
, 13 Jaa. I. I ] 



aged 13. Bowes, of Aske. Naples, 13 Jaa. I. j Lord Wharton. 

1. Sir Ricnard, third^Margaret, daughter of Sir 2. Philip died in 3. Christopher suooeeded to 

Banmat. I Thomas Harrison. Frsnoe. the Baroneteyi as heir male. 

I 

Mary, only daughter, married Iliomas DaYison, of BIsckston, ooonty of Doriiam, Esq. 

* He is Mid to have had a warrant fiur creating him Baron Muegraye, of Bartly Caatle, but never took out the patent,— 4)ut query 
tfaitfiMt 



NEREFORD.— (22 Edw. I.) 

William db Nereford had summons to parliament the 22 and 25 Edw. I., but never 
after. He died the 29 Edw. L, having manied Petronilla, one of the daughters and co- 
heirs of John de Vaux, who survived him^ and died anno 1326. 

John de Nereford^ his son and herr, was never summoned. He died s. p., leaving 
Thomas his brother and heir^ who was never summoned. He*left issue. 

Sir John de Nereford, who was slain in France drc. 38 Edw. III., leaving Margaret 
his sole daughter and heir, who died unmanied, anno 1417.* 



MUNCHENSL— (45 and 49 Hbn. HI.) 

William de Munchensi, son and heir of Warine de Muncbensi, a great and power- 
ful baron, was one of those summoned to the parliament convened to meet at London, 



* FMfeJlo#.Par/.,«. {ii.,/i.39,m.4.^FMitionof AUoeN0?fl,widowof SirJohnNerefbrd,(whotf^ 
had msffiad Sir John Nevil, of Essss,) nspeetins the foidhle sdaors of Marstiet, hsr daughter, from tiie house of 
her gnadmother AUoe, L e., motiier of John Nereford, h&et of her the said Maigaret. 

Mand de Nereford, concaUne to John the last earl Warren, hj whom he had two sons, who hore the name of 
Warren, is supposed to hare been a daughter of William de Nereford. — (Vide DugdaU md Banki'i Darmmt and 
Bgtkui BanmofftO 

VOL. I. UU 
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* 9**?' J5^*" ''y *^® king's writ, the 45 Hen. III.* ; and being one of those great men in arms against 

in. 3.| m Don. -• -t * _3 a* ^ -km- 

the Jang, under Simon de Montfort, had summons to that parliament which was called 
t Dvg. liflts by them in the king's name to assemble in London the 49 Hen, IILf He was taken 
prisoner by the king's forces a little before the battle of Evesham, and his lands Wiere 
seized ; but afterwards, on the accession of king Edw. L, he obtained his pardon. He 
died circ. 17 Bldw. I., leaving an only daughter and heir Dionysia, who married Hugh de 
Vere, a younger son of Robert, earl of Oxford. Dionysia, his wife, was buried in the 
t WetTcr'g Grey Friers, London.^ 

Fvn. M on. 

MUNCHENSL— (45 Hen. III.) 

Besides the before named William, there was another William de Munchensi, (or Monte 
I Baron., Canisio, as sometimes written,) who, according to Dugdale,§ was of Edwardeston, in the 

T. l.y p. wOO. 

county of Suffolk, and was a younger brother to Warine, father of the first named Wil* 

liam. His name appears also in the writ of summons to the parliament called by the 

n Claiii.,m.3, 'king Uie 45 Hen. III.|| He married one of the daughters and heirs of William de Beau- 

in Dono. 

champ, baron of Bedford, and had male issue, but none of them ever had summons to 
parliament. 

MULTON OF EQREMONT.— (25 Enw. I.) 

In the time of king Hen. I. mention is made of Thomas de Multon, so named from the 
place of his residence, at Multon, in the county of Lincoln. From whom descended 

Lambert de Multon, who married Annabel, eldest of the two daughters and coheirs 
of Richard de Lucie, (or Lucy) baron of Egremont, in the county of Cumberland ; and 
had issue, 

Thomas, called Thomas de Multon, of Egremont, from having acquired that manor, 
or barony. He left a son of his own name, 

Thomas de Multon, who had summons to parliament from the 25 Edw. I. to the 

14 Edw. 11. He was one of those who in the parliament at Lincoln, the 29 Edw. L, 

subscribed the letter to pope Boniface, by the description of " Thomas de Multon, Dom- 

nu8 de Egremont;'' and by the same denomination had summons to the coronation of 

S Coron. Rot. king Edw. 11.^ From the 1 Edw. II. to the 14, he was stiled in the writs of summons 

i^^^.^lirtt. ** Thomas de Multon de Egremont ;''** and in the writs of the 5 Edw. II. he is distin- 

of Snmm. guished as a baron ; the earls and barons then summoned being therein noted by their 

tt Ibid. respective ranks.ft He died the 15 Edw. II., and was succeeded by 

John de Multon, his son and heir, who had summons from the 6 to the 8 Edw. 
III., but died shortly after, in the same year, s.p., leaving his three sisters his coheirs, 



J 
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viz : Joan^ wife of Robert lord Fitz Walter ; Elizabeth, wife of Walter de Benningham ; 
and Mai^garet, wife of Thomas de Lucie ; in whose descendants and representatives the 
barony remains in abeyance, never yet determined. . 



NEVILL OF RABY,— (22 Edw. I.) 

This very noble and ancient family in the male line is descended from Robert Fitz Mal- 
dred, lord of Raby, in the county of Durham, traditionally sprung from Uchtred, earl of 
Northum\>erland, in the days of king Edmimd Ironside.'*' This * Dagd. Bar., 

Robert Fitz Maldred married Isabel, sister and heir to Henry NeviU, and only ^^ ' ^*' ^* 
daughter and heir of Geoffrey Nevill, by Emma his wife, daughter and heir of Bertram 
de Bulmer, lord of Branspeth, in the county of Durham ; which Gteofirey, on the autho- 
rity of the heralds, was grandson of Gilbert de NeviU, admiral of the fleet of William 
the Conqueror. 

Geoffrey, son and heir of Robert Fitz Maldred, and Isabel NeviU, assumed bis 
mother's name, and had issue Robert, whose grandson Ralph, (son of his son Robert, 
who married Mary, daughter and coheir to Ralph Fitz Randulph, lord of Middleham, 
and died vit& patris,) was successor to him the said Robert, his grandfather ; which 

Ralph de NeviU had summons to parliament from the 22 Edw. I. to the 5 Edw. 
III.; but he was not summoned to the parliament at Lincoln, the 29 Edw. I., though his 
seal was affixed to the letter then written to the pope, being described ^^RamUpkus NeviU 
de Raby.Y' He died in 1331, and was succeeded by t I>«g- Li«ts 

Ralph, his second surviving son and heir, (Robert, his eldest, having died before 
him, s.p.,) who had summons firom the 5 to the 39 Edw. III., and died the next year, 
(1367,) leaving 

John de Nevill his son and heir, who was summoned firom the 42 Edw. III. to the 
12 Ric. II., as John Netritt de Raby. He was twice married: his first wife was Maud, 
daughter of Henry lord Percy, by which lady he had Ralph, his son and heir ; and Tho- 
mas, who having married the heiress of the barony of Fumival, was summoned to par- 
liament, as under that title has been before mentioned.^ His second wife was Elizabeth, t ^^^ Fur- 
daughter and heir of WiUiam lord Latimer, and by her he had a son John NeviU, who 
was called to parUament by that title ; of which notice has before been taken under that 
article.§ 



(VideLatimer 



NEVILL, EARL OF WESTMORLAND. 

Ralph, eldest son and heir of John lord NeviU, by Maud Percy, had summons to par- 
liament firom the 18 to the 20 Ric. 11., as Ramiilph de Nevytt de Baby; and the following 
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§ Tide 



yettv 21 Ric II., was created eail of Westmoiiand. He was a shrewd politidan and 
▼erjr artfbl man, took adrantsge of die times, interposed (as his interest served him) be- 
tween the fluctuating parties of Ae day, and so managed to jncsu i t himsdf in phce, 
power, and faroar. He married two wires, and had by them so many sons and dan^i- 
ters that the £unily of Nevill became the greatest house of sDianoe of any subjects in die 
whole kingdom. He died very old, drc. 4 Hen. YI. His first wife was Maigare^ 
daughter of Hugh, eail of Staflfbrd ; his second, Joane Beaufort, natural dan^ter of 
John of Ghent^ duke of Lancaster, by Catherine Swinford, by which Joane he had issue, 
• Tide first, Richard, who became eari of Salisbury,* and was father of Ridiard Nevill, the 

^"^****' famous earl of Warwick, slain at Bamet; second, William, who was sunmioned to par- 
f Yide liament jure uxaris, lord Fauconberg,t and was afterwards created earl of Kent ; third, 

I'yidb'^'' Gteoige, who was lord Latimert ; fourth, Edward, who became lord Beigavenny,§ and 
whose male line still continues under the now title of earl of Abeigavenny ; and fifth, 
Cuthbert, who was bishop of Duriiam; and three other sons, who are said to have died s.p. 

His daughters by Joane Beaufort, were, Catherine, who married first, John Moubray, 
duke of Norfolk, and secondly. Sir John Widvile; ElisEabeth, or Eleanor, who married, 
first, Richard lord Spencer, and secondly, Henry Percy, earl of Noithumberiand ; Anne, 
who married, first, Humphrey Stafford, duke of Buckingham, and secondly, Walter 
Blount lord Montjoy ; Jane, a nun ; and Cecily, who married Richard, duke of Tork, 
father of the kings Edw. IV. and Richard III.' 

The issue of this great earl, by Margaret his first wife, was two sons, viz : John, 

who died before him, leaving a son Ralph the next earl ; and secondly, Ralph, who 

I Ti6t Fcmn Duuried Margery, daughter and coheir of Sir Robert Ferrers of Oversley ;|| also seven 

ofOfvnkj. daughters, of which two were nuns, and the others married into the principal houses of 

the nobility. 

Ralph, second earl of Westmorland, and grandson of Ralph, the first earl, had a 
son John, who died vL pat. s.p., and therefore deceasing s.p.s., was succeeded by his 
nephew Ralph, son of his brother John, slain at Towton, 1461. 

Ralph, third earl of Westmorland, had issue Ralph, his only son and heir apparent, 
who died before him, leaving Ralph his son and heir, which 

Ralph, upon the death of his grandfather in 1523, succeeded as fourth earl of West- 
morland, and left issue, 

Henry, his son and 'heir, the fifth earl, whose son and successor, Charles, was the 
last earl of the great Nevill family. This 

Charles, sixth earl of Westmorland, joining with the earl of Northumberland and 
others, in the insurrection the 13 Eliz,, was attainted, and all his honours and very great 



^Vlde u iaieicrtiag asd hifCWMia aofel, eiit^ 
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possessions forfeited. His life was saved and he retired abroad, where he lived to a very 
great age« 

In an account of the pilgrims firom England to Rome, it is mentioned, viz : ^^ Anno 
1581, May 22, Comes Westmorland^ Anglus Dioc. Dunelmerms receptus fiAt m hospUio 
cum trUnts fam/uU»J*' He was the last of the Nevills, earls of Westmorland, and was at* 
tainted for the rebellion in 1569. He died s.p.m., leaving four daughters, viz: Catherine, 
married to Sir Thomas Grey, of Chillingham ; Elizabeth died unmarried ; Margaret was 
wife of Nicholas Pudsey ; and Anne married David, brother to Sir William Ingleby, 
knight; among which daughters the barony of Nevill, of Raby, would have {alien into 
abeyance, and the earldom of Westmorland have gone to the next heir male, had not 
the attainder confiscated all these honours. 

The earldom was afterwards claimed by Edward Nevill lord Abergavenny, but it was 
adjudged against him the 2 James I., the decision being grounded on the statute of the 
26 Hen. VIIL, (c. 13), by which it is enacted, that in cases of treason the offender shall 
forfeit all such lands, tenements, and hereditaments wherein he shall have any estate of 
inheritance ; thus making titles of dignity to come within the words hereditaments and 
estate of inheritance. 

NEVILL OF ESSEX.— (9 Edw. III.) 

Sir William Dugdale, in his account of this eminent feanily, notices many of the 
name, but without showing their connection (if any) with each other ; though probably 
all descended from the same common ancestor. Yet it may be much doubted whether 
the Gilbert de Nevill, who, on genealogical story, is said to have come into England with 
the Conquerer, and to have been admiral of his fleet, ever filled that high command, as 
he does not appear to have had any lands at the general survey, whicih it might be pre- 
sumed he would have obtained, provided he had been so distinguished an officer at that 
memorable period. He might have been pilot of the expedition, oi* boatswain of the 
Conqueror's own vessel. 

Be that as it may, among others of the name, particular mention occurs of 
JoUan de Nevill, a justice itinerant, temp. Hen. III.; by reason whereof, says Dug* 
dale,* that MS. book in the exchequer (witfi the king's Remembrancer) containing the * Btron, 

TOl* lay P* 288* 

knights' fees throughout the greatest part of England (then certified) bears still the 
name of '^ Testa de NeviU.'' 

A Hugh de Nevill was about the same time,t who married Joane, granddaughter t Ibid, 
and coheir (with Margaret de Ripariis, her sister,) of William de Courcy, a great baron. 
His son and heir, John de Nevill, was justice of all the forests throughout England, but 
eventually died in disgrace, and was buried near his father's tomb, at the abbey of Wal- 
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* Bwon. tham^ in Eissex, leaving a son Hugh, from which Hugh, says Dugdale, I ghe9^ descended 

John de NeviU of Essex, (for hisfather^s name was Hugh) which John had summons 
to parliament the 9 E^w. III., as John de NeviU, but in the 10, and afterwards to the 23 
Edw. III. inclusive, with the addition of De Essex. He died the 32 Edw. III., s.p., 
when William, the son of John Senior, of Sylam, was found his kinsman, and next heir. 
It is here to be observed, that Dugdale in his Baronage, does not take any notice of 
Hugh de Nevill, who in his Lists of Summons, is mentioned to have been summoned to 
parliament the 5 Edw. II., being in the writ styled a baron; the earls and barons having 
their respective ranks particularly distinguished therein. 

From the 5 to the 19 Edw. II., inclusive, he was again summoned, and also the 6, 
7, 8, and 9 Edw. IIL, (if he be the same Hugh) which last writ is tested the first of 
April, to a parliament at York. This Hugh seems to have been the before named &ther 
of John, and probably died about that time ; being succeeded by his said son John, 
whose first writ is dated the twenty-second of January, then next ensuing, to a parlia- 
ment to be holden at Westminster. 

Hugh de Nerill, of Qreat Totham, Enex.— Xi^. JM. mmo 1210.^ 

John of Totham.— ^. 10 Bdw, /.^ 

HnghheldToeiiam, ob. 1335, (9 Edw. ni.>=F 

Jo^ held Totham, ob. 2ft Jnlj, 1358, ■.p.^-Fufo JSBmA. 9 «wf 32 Sdw. /Zr.=A]iM -^Vide DugdmU. 

ROBERT DE NEVILL.— (16 Edw. III.) 

Thebb was a Robert de NeviU, of whom no mention is made by Dugdale, who had sum- 
mons to a great council to be holden at Westminster, the 16 Edw. III., but which was 

t Dog. Lift! Afterwards prorogued,t and he was never again summoned, of whom Sir Harris Nicolas, 

t^Smp ^ ^ Peerage Synopsis, says, nothing farther is known^X 

T. ii., p. 464. To adopt the words of Dugdale, which he sometimes uses, when uncertain of the 

correctness of his statement, it may be ghessed, that the following pedigree may probably 
show who he was : — 

Geffery Nerfll, of Hornby, (jure iixori8)nr:Margarot danghtor and hdr oi John de LDOgrfllerSy of Hornbj. 

John Neirill=T= Robert Neirin.=p 

John, hefar to hia grandmother, 12 Edw. II. Robert Nevlll, of Hornby.' 



Sir Rooert Nevill, of Hornby.^. 



J- 



Thomaa, ob.^ Maigaret, aont and coheir of =pSir William Har- Joan, ooheir with her iiater Maigaret, 

ft pat. I Blaigaret, Dnchenof Ezeter.4Juigton, K.G. mnrried John de Tiangton. 

Margaret, daughter and heir, married Ihomas Beanfbrt, Duke of Exeter, ob. s.p.t. 



J 
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NEWMARCH.— (45 and 49 Hen, III.) 

Sir William Dugdale in his Baronage has given an account very confused and un- 
connected of this most ancient and eminent family, the principal branch of which seems 
to be the one which forms the subject of this notice. 

Adam de Newmarch^ according to Dugdale, was one of the rebel barons in the 
time of Hen. III., who had summons to the parliament of the 49 Hen. III., called by 
them in the kins's name to meet in London ;* but while this summons is thus men- * ^^^' ™, 

° , Dono., m. 1. 

tioned, it is passed over that he was summoned to the parliament convened by the 
king himself (when not under durance) to meet in London anno the 45 Hen. IIL,t four t Ibid., m. 3. 
years antecedent ; to which parliament, it is stated by Hollinshead, that the barons refused 
to attend, because it was not at Westminster, the usual place of assembling : yet this is a 
somewhat extraordinary objection, inasmuch as the place of meeting was the same as that 
appointed by the barons in their own writ of summons. The two summonses, however, 
manifest the degree of rank of the persons therein named. With this Adam de New- 
march Dugdale closes his account of the family, stating his so doing to be by reason 
neither he nor any of his descendants were ever again called to parliament. 

But from this stem it appears that Sir Thomas Wentworth, when he was created 
earl of Strafford, thought fit to assume the title of baron Newmarch among his honorial 
dignities, although it does not appear that any of the family of Newmarch ever had sum- 
mons to any parliament, excepting Adam in the years before mentioned. 

In this respect however the earl had precedents to follow. The earls of Oxford 
assumed the names of Sandford and Bolebec, as baronies vested in them, though no 
Sandford nor Bolebec was ever a baron by parliamentary writ. 

The earls of Arundel similarly adopted the titles of barons Fitz Alan, Clun, and 
Oswestry, yet no such baronies ever existed by a parliamentary summons ; and even 
had there been a summons, it could only have been Fitz Alan, lord of Clun and Oswes- 
try, one barony, but not three. The dukes of Norfolk, heirs to the earls of Arundel, 
have incorporated the same titles with their dukedom, and to render the farce of dignity 
more evident, got them comprehended in an act of parliament for the entail to heirs of 
an almost interminable extinction. The earls of Northumberland in like manner as- 
sumed the title of baron Lucy, because they acquired the lands of Lucy ; still they were 
not even descended from the the blood of the barons Lucy, and had not the like des- 
cents as the earls of Oxford and Arundel had from Sandford and Bolebec. Tenures 
in capite being abolished by the act of parliament of Charles II., the continuance to use 
titles which wer6 appurtenant to land, and that land most probably no longer in the 
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possession of those who take upon them to bear such titles, must surely in these days be 
deemed a mimickry of nobility. How many are there among the great landholders in 
England, who possess by descent the ancient baronial lands of their ancestors, and yet do 
not pretend to style themselves barons, and even were they so to do, would not be allowed 
the high distinction of a parliamentary peerage. Of this there is a particular instance 
in the case of the Dymoke family, still holding their baronial manor of Scrivelby, and 
its dignified concomitant office of champion to the sovereigns of England on their coro- 
nation day, — ^the office allowed, and the title of baron negatived. The Boyntons still 
possess Burton-Agnes, in the county of York, descendable to them dirough the Somer- 
viUes, from the Stutevilles ; but do not assume the tide of barons Somerville, or Stute- 
ville. 



NORFOLK.— (6 Edw.III.) 

Thomas Plantagenet, (sumamed of Brotherton, from the place of his birth) son of 
king Edw. I. by his second wife, was by his half brother king Edw. II. created earl of 
vA^^' ^ Norfolk, to hold to him and the heirs of his body, in the sixth year of his reign;* and 
30. ' afterwards the 9 Edw. II. had the office of Marshall of England given to him, to hold to 
t Ibid. 9 Edw. i^j^k and the heirs male of his body.f He married Alice, daughter of Sir Roger Halys, 
and had issue a son Edward, and two daughters, Margaret and Alioe. Edward dying 
s.p., his two sisters were his coheirs; of these, Alice the youngest, married Edward de 
Montacute ; and Margaret the eldest, married, first, John lord Segrave, and secondly. 
Sir Walter Manny, which Margaret styled herself coimtess of Norfolk, and was after- 
^ Chart. 21 wards, by king Richard 11.,'created duchess of Norfolk, for lifcj: She lived to a great 
age, and dying the year after her creation, was buried at the Fryers Minors in London. 
This great lady having, by the failure of all issue from her sister Alice, become sole 
heiress of her father Thomas of Brotherton, earl of Norfolk, which earldom upon her 
§ Vide Mou- decease, devolved upon her grandson Thomas, duke of Norfolk,§ in whose line it con- 
tinued till tiie death of John, the fourth duke, whose only daughter and heiress, Anne, 
contracted in marriage to Richard, second son of Edw. IV., dying s.p., the earldom (for 
the dukedom had become extinct) fell into abeyance between the issue of Margaret 
and Isabel, tiie great aunts, and eventually coheirs of John, the fourth and last duke,^ 
which abeyance has never been determined, the advancement of Sir John Howard by 
king Richard III., being confined to tiie dukedom of Norfolk only. If the creation of 

* Sir Harris Nicolas, in his Synopsis, (▼. iL, p. 471,) says that the earldom became extinct on the death of 
lliomas of Brotherton, s. p. m.; Imt this is contradicted hy the daim of John, the dnke, in parliament, temp. Hen. 
YI., for precedence as eari of Noifblk, by descent oyer the eail of Warwidc 






r 
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^omas Howard^ earl of Arundel, in 1644, to be earl of Norfolk, with limitation to the 
heirs male of his body, is not to be considered a determination of the abeyance of the 
old earldom of Norfolk; thus the Howard moiety of the earldom is now in abeyance 
between his coheirs general^ the lords Stourton and Petre. 

iBt. wife. ^f^Tbomas of Brotherton, created Earl of NorfoIk,=p2iLd. wife. — ^M^ary daughter of WiDiam Lord 



Alice, daa. 
of Sir Roger 
Halys. 



-xoomaa oi i>roiaer«oa, creoiea jbmti oi rt%9nout.f'T'aaa. wuo.-^uuuj 
to the heirs of his body ; Marshall of England, j Roos, widow of 
to the heirs male of bJa body, ob. 1338, buried I Gower, remarried 
at St. Edmnndsbnry. I ob. 36 Edw. III. 



William Lord Braose, of 
remarried to Sir Ralph Cobham, Knt. 



, , 1 

Ea- Ist. hn8b.=f:Margaret, dan. & coh. created DacheaiR=2nd. husb. Alice, ^Edward John, son of Mary 
ward, John Lord | of Norfolk, 21 Ric. II. ob. 22 Ric. II. Sir Walter da]i.& de Mod- the Counteis 

8.p. Segrave, J bur. at the Friars Minors, London. | Manny. coh. I tacnte. ' Marshal. 

Elisabeth=pJohn Lord Blanch SegraTe, dan. and Thomas died Anne, =prohn de Has- Joone, dan. and heir, 
Segraye, i Monbray. coh. Abbess at Barking, in young, s.p. bapt. 23 | tings, earl of mar. Wm. de Ufford, 
d. & coh. I tiie county of Essex. Edw. III. | Pembroke. Earl of Suffolk, s.p.s. 






I 
Issue, Vide Moubray. Jonn de Hastings, last Earl of Pembroke, ob. 1389, s.p. 



NORRIS.— (14 Elizabeth.) 

Sir Edward Norris^ son of Sir William by Jane his second wife^ daughter of John 

de Vere, earl of Oxford, married Frideswide, sister and coheir of Francis viscount Lovel,* * Vide Lovel, 

J ji» xT_ ^ * Beaumont. 

and was grandnither of 

Sir Henry Norris, who had summons to parliament from the 14 to the 39 queen 
Elizabeth, as Henrico Norria de Rycote CVPr. He married Margery, daughter and coheir 
of John lord Williams of Thame,t and had issue William, who died before him, leaving t "^^de Wll- 
by Elizabeth his wife, daughter of Sir Richard Morrison, a son 

Francis Norris, successor to his grandfather, and summoned to parliament as lord 
Norris, from the 43 Elizabeth, to the 12 James I.; after when, in the 18 James I. he was 
created viscount Thame, and earl of Berkshire. Being a man of an haughty and violent 
temper, he was caused thereby to terminate his life, in a desperate suicide, at his house 
at Rycote, in the county of Oxford, in 1620.^ By Bridget his wife, daughter of Edward 
de Vere, earl of Oxford, he had a sole daughter and heir Elizabeth, who married Edward, 
a younger son of Sir Edward Wray, of Glentworth, in the county of Lincoln, and by him 
had issue an only daughter and heir Bridget, who married, first, Edward, second son of 
Edward Sackville, earl of Dorset, but had not any issue by him. She married secondly, 
Montague Bertie, earl of Lindsey, to whom she was second wife, and had issue 

» Vide Banks's Dormant and Extinct Baronage, vol. ii. pp. 396-7-8, for intereiting anecdotes of the Norria 
fiunily. 

VOL. I V V 
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Jamca Bertie, her eldest son, who, in her ri^t, was summoned to parliament as 
baron Norris of Rycote, the 91 and 32 Charles II., and was afterwards created earl of 
I, in which title the barony of Norris now remains vested. 



NORTH.— (1 QuBBN Maby.) 

In the time of king Hen. VIII. Edward North became greatly in favour with that capri- 
cious monarch, and was so fortunate as to enjoy it to the last moments of the king, who 
constituted him one of his executors, and appointed him to be of council to his son, and 
successor Edw. VI. ; after whose death on the accession of queen Mary, he was sum- 
moned to parliament as a baron of the realm by writ, as Edward North de KtrtUnfff Chh^, 
* j<mni.Dom. and took his place, and his writ was entered the 7th of April, 1 Maria.* He died the 
7 Elizabeth, and was succeeded by 

Roger North, his eldest son, second baron, who died the 22nd of December the 40 
t Dug. Bar. queen E3izabeth,t and was succeeded by his grandson Dudley North, who was son of his 
eldest son John, who died before him, which 

Dudley, third lord North, upon the death of his grandfather, had summons from the 
3 James I. to the 13 Charles II., and died in 1666, being eighty-five years of age, leaving 
his son and heir, 

Dudley, the fourth baron, who was never summoned to parliament He had issue 
six sons, whereof Charles was his successor ; and Francis the second son, was attorney- 
general to king Charles II., and afterwards became lord keeper of the great seal, and 
was created a peer, by the title of baron of Ouilford, in the county of Surrey, the 27th 
of September, 1683. 

Charles, the fifth lord North, married Catherine, daughter of William lord Grey, of 

Werke, and in his father's lifetime was by a special writ of summons, called to parliament 

the 17th of October, the 31 Charles II., as ^^Carolo North, Grey de BoUestone,'^ and 

t Joun. Don. beiag introduced, took his seat in the house of lords then accordingly.^ He died in 

^^' 1691, leavmg 

William his son and heir, sixth baron North, and second lord North and Ghrey, 
who dying in 1734, s.p., the barony of North and Grey, became extinct ; and the barony 
of North devolved upon his cousin Francis lord Guilford, (grandson of Francis lord 
Guilford, before mentioned, the next brother of Charles lord North and Grey, his 
father). This 

Francis, seventh lord North, and third lord Guilford, was advanced to the tide 
of earl of Gxulford, in 17^2, and dying in 17^0, was succeeded by his son, 

Frederick lord North, who for so many years was the unpopular minister of his 
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majesty Geofge III., during tbe American war. He enjoyed the eaildom Irai a short 
time, dying in 179^5 snd learing thiee sons, George Anguatasi Franeis, and Fredcrkli:. 
Of these 

Oeorge Augustas succeeded his father as third earl of Ghiilford, and nindi banm 
North. He died in 1802, without issue male, learing by Maria Frances Mary, his first 
wife, daughter al George earl of Buckinghamshire, an only daughter Maria, who married 
John marqms of Bute ; and by Susan, his second wife, daughter of Thomas Coutts, esq., 
the banker, two daughters, vis., Susan, (or Susanna) who married ■ Doyle, esq.; 
and Georgiana, who died unmarried in 18S5 : thus the barony of North fell into abey- 
ance between these coheiresses ; and the baorony and earidom of Guilford dcTolved on 
Francis, next l»other of the said G^rge Augustus, and heir male thereto, under the 
limitation of their creations, as may be more fully seen in the various printed peerages 
of the day* 



NORTHWODE.— (22 Enw. I.) 

John db Nobthwodb, son of Roger,* sheriff of Kent, temp. Edw. L, and who died 
about the 13th of that reign, had summons to parliament the 22 Edw. I.,*^ and after- * DngL litii 
wards from the 6 to the 12 Edw. II., shortly after which he died. His wife was Joane of Sunm. 
de Badlesmere, by whom he had issue a son John, who died in his lifetime, having mar- 
ried Agnes de Grandison, and had issue Roger, successor to his grandfather,^ which 

Roger de Northwode was smnmoned to parliament the 34 Edw, IIL, but no more, 
as he died the following year, leaving by Julian de Say his wife. 

Sir John de Northwode his son and heir, who had summons from the 37 to the 49 
Edw. Ill*, indusive, and died the 2 Richard II., having had issue by Joane, daughter 
of Robert Hert, of Faversham in Kent, Roger his son and heir, who never had summons 
to parliament ; and with whom, for that reason, Dugdale closes all further account of the 
family 

a The mine if nid by Hasted, in his history of Kent, to have been assnined from a manor so called in that 
ooonty, of which, in early times, Jordan de Shepey was possessed, whose son Stephen baring made his residence there 
was from thence oognominated. Jordan is buried in the Minster church, where also Roger de Northwode, his 
grandson (son of Stephen) lies interred with the figures of himself and Bona, Ids wilb, dster and heir of John de 
Wantfaam, of Shome, in brsss with their arms on the gr a v e st o ne. 

b Though no piece for meeting was named in the writ, yel from the Rolls of Pttliament, «. j., p, 127, it appears 
that a paifiament was holden at Westminster in the said 22 Edw. I., anno 1294, at which a great plea was entar- 
tained between William de Vescy and John Fiti Thomas. 

« From the Coronation RoU of Edw. II., it appears that John de Northwode and his consort ; and John de 
Northwode, Jnnr. and his consort were both summoned by the sheriir of Kent to attend that solemnity.— fRde BM 
in vol. ii,) 
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* P- 1^2* Fhilpot in his History of Kent,"' says that Sir John Northwode^ who married Agnes 

Grandison, had a constant line of male succession to Sir R(^r Nordiwode, whose heir 
female, Albina Northwode, married John Diggs, of Diggs Court, in Barham, sheriff of 
Kent, 2 Hen. IV. 

t Hist.of Kent Hasted assertsf that John Northwode, esq., who died 4 Hen. V. s.p., had two 

edit.8To.i798! sisters who were his coheirs ; one of which married John Barley, of Hertfordshire, and 
the other Sir John Norton, of Kent. 

t Vol. ii., p. Sir Harris Nicolas in his Peerage Synopsis^ states that John Northwode who died 

the 4 Hen. V. s.p., (being then just of age) left Elizabeth, wife of Peter Cat, and Eleanor, 
the wife of John Adam, his sisters and coheirs ; that of the issue of the said Elisabeth 
nothing is known ; but Eleanor left a son and heir Thomas Adam, whose posterity in 
the male line have been traced for five descents, when Richard Adam, the representative 
of the family was living, and who, though twice married had no issue. Roger his bro- 
ther then had six children, viz : Richard ; John ; and William ; Bridget, wife of Adam 
Shepherd ; Margery, wife of William Hawe ; and Anne ; and in the representatives of 
the said Roger Adam, this barony is probably vested. Assuming this statement of Sir 
Harris Nicolas to h% perfectly correct; then the said representatives have also an interest 

f VideGrandi- ^^ ^ moiety of the barony of 6randison.§ 



Km. 



John de Northwode, iiimmoned to parliame&t^=Joajie, danghter of Gnnoelm, brother to Giles de 
22 Edw. I., ob. circ. 12 Edw. II. ] Badletmere.— jSatf«(2, vol vi., p. 460, Bvo. Sdit, 






Jolin, ob. ri. pat^Agnei de Grandison. 



Roger, heir to his grand&tfaer, ob. ciro. 35 Edw. III.^JiiliaQ or JalianB, danghter and coheir of Geffery de Saj. 

John, ob. 2 Ric. II.=pJoan, daughter and coheir of Bobert Hert, of Ferenham. 

Roger, ob. s. p. William, ob. circ. 7 Hen. TV.^ James Northwode, continnator of the male line. 



John Northwode, obiit Elizabeth, sister and coheir, Eleanor, sister and co-heir, 

8.p., 4 Hen. V. married Peter Cat.* married John Adam.* 

* The oontradietion between Hutcd and 81r Hanis Nicolas at to their reepeetiTe marriafet, may be ftom thdr haviikg each been 
twke married. 



NORWICH.— (8 Edv. IL) 

Walter be Norwich, one of the barons of the Exchequer, had summons to that par- 
liament of the 8 Edw. IL> when the judges and others of the lung's council were inter* 
. T^ T .^ mixed with the earls and barons in the same writ :|| from which it is to be inferred, that 

I Dog. IdStS " 

of Sun. he was not by that writ created a baron of the realm, especially as thereafter his name 
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v^as always included among those of the justices and others of the king's council. He 

died circ. 3 ESdw. IIL* and was succeeded by his son, «0rig.3Edw. 

Sir John de Norwich, who had summons with the earls and barons to a great council *' 
at Westminster the 16 Edw. III., and again similarly to a parliament at Westminster 
the 34 Edw. III., but never to any subsequent parliament. Walter his son having died 
in his lifetime, left issue a son 

John de Norwich heir to his grand&ther, who, the 36 Eidw. III. making proof of 
his age, had livery of his lands, and afterwards was made a knight ; but he died the 48 
Edw. III., s. p., leaving Catherine de Brewse, daughter of Thomas, brother to John his 
grandfather, his cousin and next heir, who before she died became a nun at Dartford in 
Kent, and deceased s.p. 

Walter de Norwich, Lord of CaBtle Metinghun, in the connty^Cathariney daughter 
of Suffolk ; ob. circ. 3 Edw. III. — Originalia, Rot. 1 tmd 4. | of 

I I 1 I ' I 1 

Alice, dan.=;John de ^Margaret, d. Tho-^. . . . Ro- Margaret, mar. Caiha- Cecilia, 



of William Norwich, 

Himting- ob. 36 

field. Edw.IlI. 



of ... • Mor- mas. 
timer, of At- 
tilbergh. 



ger. * l8t.Thofi.Kailly-; rine, m. married 

2ndl7,Robertde William Roger 

Ufford. de la Pole Hunt. 



r— — . I I • ' . 



Walter de^Margery, dan. Catharine, married William de Ufford, Earl of Snffolk, Michael de la 

Norwich, of de Brewse, oonsin and heir of Catharine Brewse. Pole, Earl of 

ob.Yi.pat. I Inq. l9Rie.lI. ob. s.p. -^Baeh., 3 tUehard U., no. 14. Snffolk. 

John de Norwich married , donghter of Miles Stapleton, of Bedale, ob. B.p., 48 Edw. III. — Ewh. ». 52. 

* This Boger, dre. 1874 oonTeyed the Lordship of Kimberley. in the county of .Norfolk, Co bis nieoe Catharine de Brewse, who, 49 
Sdw. III. confirmed the grants of her ancestors to Bareningham CoU^e. 

By a fine levied between John de Norwieh, querent, and others, deforciants, certain manors in Norfolk were settled, after the death 
of Gathaitne, widow of Walter de Norwich, on Sir John and hla heirs male ; remainder to Thomaa, hia brother, and his heirs msle ; re- 
mainder to Boger, brother of Thomas, and hii heirs male.— f JSrifftory qf Norfolk, voL vit., p, 88. Ibid, vdL t'l., p. 75 J 



OGLE,— (1 Edw. IV.) 

Robert de Oole^ of a fomily of great antiquity in the county of Northumberland^ 
married Helene, daughter and heir of Sir Robert Bertram^t baron of Bothal^ in the county j. ^i^ \ - 
of Northumberland, (by Constance his wife, one of the daughteiis and coheirs of William 
de Felton), and had issue a son Robert, from whom descended 

Robert de Ogle, who, the 1 Edw. IV., had summons to parliament by writ j: ad- t I>«g* 
dressed Roberto Ogle Domino Ogk, and from thence to the 9th of the same reign, about ^^^™* 
which time he deceased, leaving 

Owen his son and heir, who had summons from the 22 Edw. IV. to the 1 Hen. VII., 
and was succeeded by his son and heir. 



358 BABONIA ANGLIOA CONCBNTBATA. 

Ra^ph, summonad Ae 1 and 3 Hen. YIII., who died tiie year following, as appean 
by tiie inquisition taken after bis decease at Morpeth, 16 March, 4 Hen. VIII. His son 
and heir, 

Robert^ fourth lord Ogl^ had summons from the 8 to the 21 Hen. VIII., and was 
slain in a battle with the Scots the 31 Hen. VIII., leaving 

Robert, fifth lord Ogle, his son and heir, who does not appear to have been ever 
summoned, and was also slain in an engif;ement with die Scots circ. 36 Hen. VIII. He 
was twice married. By his first wife he had Robert, his successor, and by his second, 
Cuthberty hereafter mentioned. 

Robert, sixth lord Ogle, was summoned from the 2 to die 5 and 6 queen Mary ; 
but dying s.p., he was succeeded by his half brother, 

Cuthbert, seventh and last lord Ogle in the male line, whose name is mentioned in 
Dugdale's lists of Summons, from the 5 to the 43 queen Blizabeth, being four years 
longer than he lived ; yet Dugdale in his Baroni^ aflbms that he died the 39 queen 
Elizabeth, and Collins confirms the same, and that he was buried at Bothal, 16 March, 
the same year. Not having any male issue his two daughters became his coheirs ; of 
which, Joane married Edward, a younger son of Gteoige Talbot, earl of Shrewsbury, and 
died s.p. ; and Catherine married Sir Charles Cavendish. 



CAVENDISH, BARONESS OOLE. 

« 
Cathbbinb Oolb having by the death of her sister Joane, wife of Edward Talbot, s.p., 

become sole heiress of her £Bcther, Cuthbert, the last lord Ogle, was, by letters patent, 
dated 4 December, 1628, declared baroness Ogle, with a ratification of the said barony 
to her and her heirs for ever. She died the following year, leaving by Sir Charles Caven- 
dish her husband (who predeceased her in 161 7)9 two sons, William and Charles; 
whereof the eldest, 

William Cavendish, was in the lifetime of his mother created baron Ogle o^ Bo- 
* P&t. 18 Jac, ^^^ fti^d viscount Mansfield,* by which title he had summons to parliamentf the 19 
t Duff littB ^^^^ ^- (1621) ; after which, the 3 Charles L, he was created baron Cavendish of Bol- 
ofSnm. sover, and earl of Newcastle-upon-Tyne.]: In 1629, upon the death of his moHier, 

Catherine baroness Ogle, he succeeded to that barony, created as before mentioned^ by 
writ of summons the 1 Edw. IV. In 1643 he was advanced to the dignity of maarquess 
of Newcastle, by which title he was the distinguished commander of the royd anny 
during a part of the civil war. After the restoration he was by king Charles IL eosited 
earl of Ogle and duke of Newcastle : hia services and his lossas during the tiase of the 
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rebeltion (so called by historians) well entitling him to such honoiirs and reward.^ He 
died in 1676 at the adyanced age of eighty-four^ and was interred in Westminster Abbey^ 
where a costly monument remains erected to his memory. 

Henry Cavendish, duke of Newcastle, his only surviving son, had issue several sons, 
of which three died young, and Henry, the only surviving one, married Elizabeth, daugh- 
ter and heir of Joceline, the last Percy, earl of Northumberland, but died s.p« vit& patris, 
so that upon the death of the duke in 1691, without surviving male issue, all hiii titles 
limited to issue male became extinct, excepting the barony of Ogle created by the writ 
of the 1 Edw. IV., which fell into abeyance between his five daughters and coheiresses, 
and still continues so among their heirs representative. 



m 



Sir Charles CaTendiflh* a younger brother to=pCatherine, daughter and eventoaliy sole heir 
WiDiam, 1st Earl of Deron, ob. 1617. ] of Cathbert Baron Ogle, ob. 1629. 

1. Elisabeth, daughter and heir of^pWilham lord Ogle, 1st Diike=Margaret, sister of 
WiUiam Basset of Blore, Esq. i of Newcastle, ob. 1676. Lord Lucas. 



Three sons, ob. n. pat s. p. Henry, 2nd Ddke, ob. 1691.^Franees« daughter of William Pierpont, Esq. 



Three 4. Henry. Elisabeth, dau. and 

sons, mar. Eliz- coh., m. 1st Chris- 

ob. ▼!. abeth Per- topher, Duke of Al- 

patiis cy, ob. Ti. bcmarls, s. p. ; se« 

s. p. pat. 1680, oond, Ralph, Duke 

s. p. of Montagu, s. p. 



Frances, dan. Marga-nn^olu^JIolles, CaUi-^Ilios., Are* =pCharies 
& ooh., mar. ret, dau 



John, son of andeo- 
the Earl of heir. 
Breadalbine, 
s. p. 



4th Eaii of erine, 
Clare, crea- dau. 
ted Duke of & co- 
Newcastle, heir, 
ob. 1711. 



r 



Henrietta, only^Edward lord Harley, 
dsn. and heir, | afterwards second Earl 
ob. I7&5. I of Oilbrd. 



r 



Earl of bella, 
Tha- dan. 
net. & co- 
heir. 



Issue, represented by the present Baroness 
de Qifford, and the other coheirs of that 
barony.— (Vide Clifford.) 



r 



Spencer, 
Eari of 
Sunder- 
land. 



Frances, only^Henry, 



daughter and 
heir. 



Earl of 
Carlisle. 



I 1 I I I r 

Henry Ca- Margaret Cavendish Har- Charles, Henry* Robert, Arabdla mar. Jona- Diana, mar. Iliomas 

yendish ley,mar. William, Duke of ob. 1741, s.p. ob. than Cope, Esq., of Dunoombe, Esq., qf 

Harley, Portland, ii quo tlM pre- s.p. 1743. Brewerne Abb^, in Helmesley, in ihd 

ob. infims. sent Duke. the county of Oxford, county of York. 



ORMOND DE ROCHFORD.— (11 Hen. VIL) 

Thomas Butler, seventh earl of Ormonde in Ireland, had summons to parliament as 
A baron, in the peerage of England, from the 11 Hen. YII. to the 6 Hen. VIIL, by writ 
addressed '^ Thonue Ormond de Rochford Chetf ^'; and died in 1515, leaving two daughters 
his coheirs, viz : Anne, who married Sir James (or John) St. Leger ; and Margaret, who 
married Sir William Boleyne, knight, by whom she had Sir Thomas Boleyne, in whose 
favour the abeyance of the barony of Ormond de Rochford appears to have been 

» The damages and losses sustained by the duke during the ctril war were computed by the duchess of New- 
castle to have surpassed, rather (iian hare lUkn short of the great sum of ^^783,679. Os. 



L 



^s:* "5 



•I", 



360 BABONIA ANOLIGA CONCBNTBATA. 

determined, as upon the decease of the earl of Ormond, he was summoned to parliament 
* Dugd. ListB the 7 Hen. YIII., by writ addressed, viz : '< Thomm BuOen de Ormond Chkf*^^; and the 
fviS^leyne 21 Hen. VIII as " ThovMB Vicecomiii Bochfard.r' 

Thomas Butler, Earl of Ormond, Baron Ormond de Bochford, ob. 1515. 
. I • 



I i 

Anne, dau. and coh.=pSir James St. Leger. Margaret, dan. and coh.^Sir William Boleyne. 



•T ^ 

Creoige,^. - — 



Sir Geoige,^Ann, dau. of Edw. Sir Thomas Boleyne, createdrpElixabeth, dan. of Tliomas, 

only son. | Knevet, esq. earl of Wilts. | Duke of Norfolk. 

J I I ^"1 

Sir John, ^Catharine, dau. George inscount Anne, wife Mary, mar. William Carey, 



only son. 



of George, Lord Bochford, ob. vi. of Hen. k quo the Earl of Berkeley, 

Abergayenny. pat. 8.p. VIII.-i heur repreeentatiYe. 



n 1 1 1 

John, s.p. Mary, m. Sir Bich- Franoee, mar. John Eulalia, m. 1st, Edmund IVematn, Qneen Elii- 

Dudley, s.p. ard Grenville. Stuckley, Esq. Esq.; 2nd, Tristram Anioot, Esq. abeth, s.p. 

ORREBY.— (2 Edw. II.) 

John de Obbebt, of an ancient family in the county of Lincoln^ had summons to par- 
liament the 2, 3^ and 4 Edw. II., and died the 11th of the same reign, leaving Edmund 
Somerville, Alured de Sulney, and John, the son of Robert Willoughby, his next heirs, 
between whom his lands were divided, the barony becoming extinct 

• 

PAGET.— (5 Edw. VI.) 

William Paget, a man of mean parentage, as Sir William Dugdale states, and son of one 
Paget, a sergeant at mace, in the dty of Londoli,^ rose from that very low origin to great 
importance, in the reign of Hen. VIII.; his pliancy and natural excellent talents, accord- 
ing with the principles of that capricious monarch, recommending him to high prefer- 
ments, whereby he became enriched. Such was the favour he experienced from the king, 
and the confidence placed in him, that he was appointed in the king's will to be one of 
his executors. 

After the accession of Edw. VL he was advanced to the peerage, by writ of sum- 
mons addressed, '' WiUielmo Paget (de BeaudesertJ CMi/r/^ the 5 Edw. VI. In the 
next year his writ was addressed ^^ WiUielmo Paget (Domifio de BeaudesertJ Chiv'r;"t by 
tJDugd. Lists which denomination he continued to be summoned to his death, the 5 Queen Elizabeth.^ 

of Samm. 

He was succeeded by his eldest son, 

Henry, second lord Paget, who was summoned to parliament the 8 Queen Elizabeth, 

^ A sergeant at mace at the present day is a bailiiF to the sheriff of London, an office not very popvdar, or their 
persons much respected. 

i> His name does not appear in any of the summonses of Queen Elisabeth printed in Dugdale's Ldsts. 



1 
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as '^ Henry Paget CHVri^ without the additament of <' Domt no Fajtet de Bemulesert/' 
He died in 1569, without issue male, leaving an only daughter Elizabeth his heir^ who 
married, as Dugdale asserts,* Sir Henry Lee : but Collins and Edmondson state she died • Dng.BwoB. 
the 29 June, 1571, about three years of age ; yet, whether Dugdale be in error^ and Col- 
lins and Edmondson correct, it appears she survived her father, and in such respect was 
entitled to the barony of Paget, created by the writ of summons of the 5 Edw. VI. 
Nevertheless, it seems that her uncle, 

Thomas Paget, was summoned to parliament by writ dated the 2nd of April, the 18 ' 
Queen Elizabeth, as ^' Thomas Paget CWr/' which was before the time of her asserted 
death (as before mentioned) the 29 June, 1571* 

This circumstance, however, is somewhat explained in Collinses P^liamentary Pr^ 
cedents,t wherein he states, '^that William lord Paget, of Beaudesert, by fine, the 1 fP. 116. 
Queen Mary, being seised in fee of the baronies of Longden and Beaudesert, and of 
the manors of Beaudesert, Longden, &c., entailed the same to him and the heirs male of 
his body issuing ; whereby, on his decease, Henry his son succeeded to them ; and on his 
decease without issue male, Thomas his brother became entitled thereto/' But though 
Thomas might have a right to the ssdd lands, as heir male, he could not have a right to 
the barony under the writ of summons, as descendable to heirs geiieral, and at the time 
of his writ of summons, the 2nd of April, 1571, he did not stand in that character. 

Dugdale, in his Baronage, has observed,:t that William lord Paget, on the 3rd Dec, t Tom. Z, p. 
4 Edw. VI., was called to parliament by the name of ^' Lord Paget of Beaudiaerf* and 
took his place there amongst the rest of the peers ; and upon the 19th of January, next 
ensuing, had his solemn creation to that honour; which words seem to purport that he 
then had a patent with limitation of the course in which the honour was to descend ; 
in conformity to which he made the entail of his lands as before recited $ and the distinc- 
tion between his first summons and his second, wherein he is called Dominus Paget de 
Beaudiserty which Dominus is not in the first writ, goes to the belief that Uaformtd erea- 
tion was to issue male. 

This Thomas, third lord Paget, had summons to the 23 Queen Elizabeth ; but some 
time after was attainted, and died at Brussels the 32 Queen Elizabeth. 

William, fourth lord Paget, his son and heir, was restored to his father's honours 
the 1 Jac. I., and had summons from the 3 Jac. I. to the 8 Car. L, and died the year fol- 
lowing, 1629, leaving 

William his son and heir, fifth baron, who was summoned from the 15 Car. L to 
the 13 Car. II., and died in 1678. He had three sons, whereof, Thomas, the youngest, 
died unmarried ; William, the eldest, was his successor ; and Henry, the second son, was 
father of Thomas, a brigadier-general, who left an only daughter and heir Caroline, even- 
tually heiress general to the barony of Pbget. 

VOL. I. WW 
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William, sixth lord, died at an advanced age, in February, 1712-13, and was suc- 
ceeded by his only surviving son, 

Henry, seventh lord Paget, who, in the lifetime of his father, was created a peer, by 
the title of baron P^t, of Burton, in the year 1711; and in 1714, after his fetther's 
death, was advanced to the dignity of earl of Uxbridge. He was twice married : by his 
second wife, Elizabeth, daughter of Sir Walter Bagot, baronet, he had an only son Henry, 
baptized at Isleworth, 22 January, 1719, who died young; but by Mary, his first 
wife, dai^hter and coheir of Thomas Catesby, of Whiston, in the county of Northamp- 
ton, esq., he had a son Thomas Catesby, lord Paget, who died before him, in February, 
1741-2, having had issue two sons, viz : Henry, successor to his grandfi&ther ; and George, 
who died at Colchester, in 1737^ aged seventeen. Upon the death of the said earl Henry, 
in 1743, 

Henry, his grandson, became second earl of Uxbridge; but deceasmg unmarried, in 
1769, the barony of Paget, of Burton, and earldom of Uxbridge became extinct; but the 
barony of Paget of Beaudesert devolved upon Henry Bayley, eldest son and heir of Sir 
Nicholas Bayley, by Caroline, his wife, daughter and sole heir of brigadier-general Thomas 
Paget, youngest son of William, the fifth baron, as before mentioned. 

Which Henry Bayley, lord Paget, took the name of Paget, and in 1784 was created 
earl of Uxbridge ; whose son and successor is the present marquess of Anglesey.^ 



PATSHULL.— (16 Edw. III.) 

Simon db Patshull^ held the barony of Bletshoe, in the county of Bedford, temp. 
* Banm, vol. Eklw. I.; and married, as Dugdale states,* Isabel, daughter and heir of John de Steyn- 
'*' P* greve, who had summons to parliament the 22 Edw. I.; but of whom that author does 

t Vide Yol. ii. not take any notice.t To which Simon succeeded 

John de Patshull, who the 16 Edw. HI. had summons to a great council at West- 
minster ; the meeting of which was afterwards prorogued, and he was never again sum- 
X Orig. 24 moned, though he lived many years after, and died circ. 23 Eldw. III.j: 
Rot 13. ' William de PatshuU, his son and heir, was never summoned, and died s. p., circ, 

§ Vde 34 Edw. III., leaving Sibyll, wife of Roger de Beauchamp§; Alice, the wife of Thomas 

Bcauchamp. Wake, of Blisworth ; Thomas, the son of Walter de Fauconberge, by Matilda, lately his 

jl Orig., ^^ 9 ^^^ Catherine, the wife of Sir Robert de Tudenham, knight, his sisters and next 

34 Edw! III., heirs. II 

Rot. 1. " 

* Vide memoirs of the Paget funily in BankB'g Donnant and Extinct Baronage, ▼. ii., pp. 408-9-10-11. 
b In 1232 (17 Hen. III.) a Simon de Patshull, was Justiciar of the whole kingdom. In 1233 Hugh the son of 
Simon de Pateshull, had the same high office, (Chronica Jurididalia). 
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Sir John Tiideiiham.^Lad7 Joan Charlesi who brought Ket^by manor, in Suffolk. 

Sir Oliver, ob. circ. 1318, 8.p. Sir Robert, ob. ciic. IdOS.^Gye, dau. of Sir Hamon Peche.* MnxieL 

Sir Robert, heir to hii ande Sii^^Catherine, daughter and coheir of WiUiam Patahiill.^nde FateahoU. 
Oliver, ob. 1332. J Will dated 1383, proved the 16th of June. 






Robert, ob. inf. Sir John Todenham, aheriff of the oonntietf7=Margaret, dan. of Sir Robert, bib. & coh. of Sir John 
St., 1333. of Norfolk and Suffolk, 1383, ob. 1392. Weyland, and relict of Sir John GrauniBon,ob. 1416. 



John, manied^Elizabeth, daughter of Sir Robert =pMargaret, daughter of John Herling, 

in 1378, s.p. Robert Fitz-Ralph. Tudenham. wife of lliomaB Miaterton, in 1425. 

I 1 I * r ' I 

Robert Tudenham, Margaret ^Sir Edmund Sir Thomas Joan Tudenham, Margery Tudenham, 

8.p., 1401. ^dffnham.xfsBedingfieLd. Tudenham, 8.p. (a nun.) (a nun.) 

* Some authorities makefl this Eve, daui^tar of Sir Balph de Boehetier, by Maud, daughter of Sir Hamon Peche. She was aunt and 
heir of Sir Hugh Peche, and reliot of Sir Balph de Boeheater, of Ereawell, in the county of Suflblk. 



PECHE.— (28 Edw. L) 

Hamon Peche, in the time of Hen. II, was sheriff of Cambridgeshire, and married Alice, 
daughter of Pain and sister and coheir to William Peverel, baron of Brunne, in the 
county of Cambridge, her brother* ; from this Hamon descended * lib. Nig. 

Gilbert Peche, who in the 26 Edw. I., had summons equis et armis to Newcastle, '^' 
and in the writ is styled a baron^f the earls and barons being therein distinguished by -f vide Writ 
their respective ranks. In the 28 Edw. I. he had summons to parliament, and from ^ ^^ ^' 
thence to the 34 Edw. I., but not again till the 15 Edw. II. In the 29 Edw. I. he was 
one of those who at the parliament at Lincoln subscribed the feunous letter to the pope 
by the designation of ^^GUbertus Peche Dominus de Corby ;^^ he died circ. 15 Edw. II., 
having been twice married, first, to Maud de Hastings, and secondly, to Joane, daughter 
of Simon de Grey: by his first wife he had two sons, John and Edmund, unto whom he left 
very little, giving the most of his estate to his children by the second wife ; but, neverthe- 
less his sons by his first wife were heirs to the barony, if any can be considered created 
under the writs «f summons to him, as before noticed. Neither of the sons were ever 
summoned to parliament, and further of them Dugdale does not make mention. 

There was a Gilbert Peche, who had summons to the parliament called by the king's 
writ to meet in London, the 45 Hen. III.,t he was probably the father of this Gilbert, ^ i^id. 
and died the 19 Edw. I.§ ^./"f ^a^ 

' £dw. l.f n. 43. 



JOHN PECHE.— (14 Edw. IL) 

John db Peche was of Wormleighton, in the county of Warwick, but how, or whether 
of the same fEunily as Gilbert is not certain. He had summons to parliament from the 
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14 Edw. IL to the 9 Edw. III., and died circ. 11 or 12 of the same reign an aged man. 



John Peche, his grandson and heir, viz., son of John, his eldest son who died before 
him ; but neither this John, nor any of his descendants had ever summons to parliament. 
* EMh. 50 He died circ. 50 Edw* III,* leaving another John his son and heir, who was never sum- 
§1. * '' ' moned, and died circ. 9 Ric. II., leaving two daughters his coheirs, viz.: Joane, who died 
s.p., and Margaret, who married Sir William Montfort, of ColeshiU, in the county of 
Warwick, knight, in whose heirs repres^itative this barony, if it can be deemed one, is 
vested. 



ROBERT PECHE.— (14 Edw. II.) 

Fob this Robert, unnoticed in Dugdale's Baronage, the reader is referred to the second 
volume of this work. 

lit. wife. — Man^nrGHlbert Pecfae sammoned to parEiinent^2nd. wife.— Joanei daughter of Simon de Orej. 
de HaitingB the 28 Edw. I., ob. circ. 15 Bdw. 11. f Plae, MickU,, 25 Edw, L, Rot. 150, Suff. 

John. Edmund. Gilbert.— EfcA., 16 fiw. //.,«. 48.=7=Isolda.—JS«/r., 15 Eitv.iJ.lZof. 18^ Simon, WUHam. 

Gilbert, ob. 27 Edw. lll.-^Eieh, n. 2, et teg. fu».=^ Simon. 

Eogvr, ob. 34 Edw. III. inf. Catherine, married first, John Aapel; and Elizabeth, ob. 8.p. — Ing. 

Ktat. •.p.— ISfcA. Sot, 25. secondly, Thomas Nntbrane, (or Nutbome). 36 Bdw. /Z7., n, 22. 



PERCY.— (27 Edw. I.) 

The antiquity and illustrious descent of this noble family is unquestionable, and not 
merged in that obscurity and uncertainty which attaches to the origin of the so much 
boasted House of Howard. Mr. Collins, in his account of it, seems to have inyestigated 
the subject with great labour, and though he differs much from Dugdale, he does not 
appear to be the less correct. 

It may be sufficient here to observe that the founder of the present dynasty was 
Josceline de Loyaine, a younger son of Godfrey, duke of Brabant, and brother of the 

f Betfann's ^^ bloodf to quecn Adeliza, consort of Henry I. This 

EoyalGcneal. Josceline de LoYaine upon his marriage with Agnes de Percy, daughter and eventu- 

ally sole heiress of William de Percy, the last baron of the Norman race, conditioned to 
take the name of Percy but to retain the arms of Brabant. His issue by her thus became 
pre^emineiit among the loost potent of the barons of the realm, as well in honours, as in 
exleot of pessesaioBii. 



r 



BARONIA ANGLICA CONCENTRATA. 365 

Henry Percy, great great grandson of Joscetine de Lovaine, had summons to parlia* 
ment the 27 Edw. I., and from thence to the 8 Edw. II., the year after which he died. In 
the 26 E«dw. I. he was summoned to Carlisle equis et armis ; and the earls and barons in 
that writ being styled by their respectiye ranks, he is therein named as a baron. In the 
29 Edw. I. he was one of those great men who subscribed the &mous letter to the pope 
in the parliament at Lincoln, on which occasion he is written, '^ Henricus de Percy Dom* 
inuB de Ibpelive/^ and in the 1 Edw. II. he had summons to that king's coronation.* Rcft^T^Ed 

Henry, the fourth lord Percy, his great grandson, was created eari of Northumber- II. 
land the 16 July, 1 Richard II., ribi et luBredibus euia ; but after the accession of Hen. 
IV., taking arms against that king, along with Henry lord Percy his eldest son, sumamed 
Hotspur, the latter was slain in his lifetime at the battle of Shrewsbury, and the earl 
himself sometime after at Bramham Moor, when being attainted, all his honours became 
forfeited. 

Henry Percy, grandson and heir of the earl (i. e. son of Henry Hotspur), in the 3 
Hen. VI. obtained a charter for the earldom,t sibi et haredibus 9ui», and was restored in t Rot. Cart., 
parliament to all the honours of his family. He was slain in the battle of St. Albans in „, ^* *' 
1455, and was succeeded by his son Henry, which 

Henry, third earl of Northumberland, having married Eleanor, granddaughter and 
sole heiress of Robert lord Poynings,^ was in his father's lifetime summoned to parlia- ^ y^^ p^y. 
ment, as ^^ Henrico de Percy CVVr Domino de Poynit»ff9/' from the 25 to the 33 Hen. VI., *»Ne»- 
when by the death of his father he became earl. He was slain in the battle at Towton, 
anno 1461 ; and being attainted, his honours were once more forfeited. 

Henry Percy, his son and heir, was afterwards restored in blood, though it does not 
appear that any reversal of his father's attainder took place till some time after, circ. 12 
or 13 Edw. IV. ;§ but in the 1 2 Edw. IV., his name is in the writ of summons to parlia- § Rot ParL 

Henry Algernon Percy, his son and heir, the fifth earl, had three sons, riz : Henry, of Snmm. 
bis successor; Sir Thomas Percy, who being concerned in Aske's conspiracy, was 
executed and attainted the 29 Hen. VIII«, leaving two sons, Thomas and Henry, suc- 
cessively earls of Northumberiand; Sir Ingelram, the third son> is said to have died s.p. 
This Henry, the fifth earl, had the happiness to die in his bed, whidi none of the pre* 
oeeding earls had ever done. He was succeeded by 

Henry Algernon, his eldest son, the sixth earl, who dying in 1537 8.p., his brother 
Sir Thomas, had he been living and not attainted, would have succteded to his honours^ 
but they by his attainder were suspended in the crown: nevertheless, 

Thomas Percy, eldest son of the said Sir Thomas^ was by an express creation on the 
30th of April, the 3 and 4 Philip and Mary^ made a baron by the title of baron Perey^ 
of CockemMNitb, and Pstworth, baron Po]Fnings, Luey, Biyan, and Fits Payne, with 
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limitation to the heirs male of his body ; and in default thereof to Henry his brother, 
and his issue male ; and the day after, viz : 1 May, he was created earl of Nordiumber- 
land with the same remainder. He was however in 1571 attainted, and afterwards be- 
headed in 1572, and as it would seem without any form of triaL^ 

Thus the name of the Percy honours would once more have been lost, had it not 
been for the remainder before mentioned, which vested them on his death without issue 
male in his brother Henry Percy. But he had issue female who were his coheirs at 
common law ; and who, although deprived by the several attainders and subsequent re- 
grants limited to the male line, from inheriting the ancient earldom and baronies o f 
* Percy and Poynings, are nevertheless the first representatives in blood and priority of 
descent of the noble and illustrious house of Percy. 

The daughters of earl Thomas are stated by Dugdale (followed by Collins) to have 
been five, viz : Elizabeth, who married Richard Woodroffe of WoUey, in the county of 
York, esq. ; Mary, who married Sir Thomas Grey, of Werk, knight; Lucy, wedded to 
Sir Edward Stanley, K.B. ; Jane, wife of Sir Henry Seymour, second son of Edward I., 
duke of Somerset, by his second wife ; and Mary, prioress of the nunnery at Brussels. 
* Ralph But other authorities* mention only four; yet all married, as stated by Dugdale, omit« 

les, dcTorke's ting the name of Mary the prioress. Vincent however in his coarse and virulent correc- 
Unionof Hon- ^^^^ ^^ jjg terms them) of Brooke's errors, asserts that Mary the Jburth danffhier was' 
never married to Orey, but taas lady prwtess of the English nunnery now at Brussels, anno 
1621. 

Sir Cuthbert Sharp in his Memorials of the Northern Rebellion in 1569, cites a letter 
from Sir Henry Cobham to Cecil, dated from Antwerp, 4 Sept., 1570, saying that tiie 
countess of Northumberland, with the lord Seton, arrived at Bruges on the 3l8t of Au- 
gust. On her arrival in Flanders she suffered great privations ; and lord Seton states in 
a letter to the queen of Scots, (19 September, 1570), that the countess of Northumber- 
land and the earl of Westmorland '^Have neither penny nor ha^ penny. ^* She is repre- 
sented to have died at Namur, 17 October, 1576. The children of the earl and countess 
were of tender age at the time of the rebellion. 

Mary the youngest daughter, on the authority of a MS. belonging to* the English 
Benedictine Dames, formerly at Brussels, (now at Winchester), printed in the Catholic 
Magazine for August 1838, was bom on the 11th of Jime, 1570. After the death of the 
coimtess she came into the low countries to take possession of what was left her by her 
mother, but more by her desire to dedicate herself to the service of Almighty God in 

a He was buried at St. Crux church at York, in which city, at the church of St. Dionyse, there is a window 
witii stained glass, whereon is represented the portraits of George Percy lord Egremont, his wife and children ; there* 
by showing that Thomas Percy lord Egremont did not die without wife or issue, as stated by Dugdale. 
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holy religion ; having formerly vowed virginity, and also to be religious ; and became the 
founder of the Benedictine Dames at Bruxelles. 

A MS. now in the possession of the editor, relates that she founded the nunnery in 
1599, and died prioress in 1642, as appears* from the Church History of England. * ^ ^^^m^}' 
About the same time there were in Belgium two priests, named William and John Percy, 
who came out of Yorkshire. In 1837 there was a Mr. Percy, who then resided in Paris, 
by whom the said MS. was transmitted to the editor of this work. 

In the Harleian Collection, at the British Museum, is a MS. entitled Percy (Mary) 
Benedictine Nun^s Case. 

Sir Harris Nicolas has well observedf that the creation of the baronies of Percy of f Synopsui, 
Cockermouth, Poynings, &c., to earl Thomas, must be considered as a creation de Novo, ^ * ' P* 
and would have been forfeited otherwise than for the limitation to his brother Henry, who 
could only take them in virtue thereof ; but the ancient earldom, and baronies still re- 
mained suspended in the crown. 

Henry Percy, second earl of Northumberland, baron Percy of Cockermouth, &c., 
of the new creation, married Katharine, one of the daughters and coheirs of John Nevill, 
lord Latimer, and thus brought into this second line of Percy a right to a moiety of that 
barony. He died in 1585 ; and was succeeded by 

Henry Percy, his son and heir, third earl, who obtained a confirmation by patent, 
4 Charles I., to him and the heirs male of *his body, of the title of baron Percy ^ in such 
manner as any of his ancestors had enjoyed the same : but which patent. Sir Harris Nicolas 
remarks]: would decidedly be deemed illegal at the present day, an act of parliament x ibid, 
alone having the power to give a precedency beyond the date of the patent of creation.* 
He died in 1632, leaving 

Algernon Percy, his son and heir, the fourth earl: who by writ in his fiather's 
lifetime, was summoned to parliament as ^^ Algernon Percy CKVr^^ the 3 & 4 Chas. I. ;§ and % Dngd. Lists 
is thus entered in the Lord^s Journals, viz : ^^ Algernon lord Percy introduced f called by writ) 
28 Marchy 1626.^' But this summons may be questioned as to being the creation of a 
barony in fee ; inasmuch as his father was baron Percy, by patent, with limation to issue 
male, and being so called by summons, was not an enlargement of the barony.^ 

Josceline Percy, on the death of his father Algernon, in 1668, succeeded to all his 
honours, and was the fiftti and last earl of his family : for, dying in 1670, s. p. m., the 
earldom with all the titles, granted by the patent of Queen Mary, became extinct;® but 

• Vide Joumals of the Hoafle of Lords on the Precedency gi^en by Charles I. to the earl of Banbury, 
b '^^de Sydney case, coram, Dom. Proc., resolved 17 June, 1782. 

This is very doabtfal, notwithstanding Mr. James Percy, the IVunk-maker^ and Mr. Percy the Stone*catter, 
were orerbome by the hand of power. — Vide BosMm Siimnutta Asaglieana,) 



of Snmm. 



^ 
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neyertheless the barony of Percy, assumed to have been created by the writ of summons 
of the 3 Charles I., by reason of earl Josceline leaving an only daughter and heiress 
Elisabeth, has been supposed to have descended to her. 

This lady Elizabeth Percy married Charles Seymour, duke of Somerset, by whom 
she had issue Algernon Seymour, who, on the death of his mother, in 1722, was sum- 
moned to parliament, as appears from the following entry, in the lord's journals, viz : 
" Lord Alfferrion Percy sat first in parliameni 21 January, 1722." He afterwards suc- 
ceeded his father as duke of Somerset; and in December, 1748, was created baron Wark- 
worth, of Warkworth, in the county of Northumberland, and earl of Northumberland, in 
October, 1749 ; with remainder failing his issue male to his son-in-law. Sir Hugh Smith- 
son, baronet, and to the heirs male of his body, by Elizabeth his wife, daughter of him 
the said duke of Somerset ; as such, upon his decease in 17£^0, s. p. m., the barony of 
Warkworth, and earldom of Northumberland, devolved upon Sir Hugh Smithson, afore* 
said, who, in October, 17^6, was created earl Percy, and duke of Northumberland, 
whose representative is the present duke. 

The only barony of Percy, as a barony by writ, thus appears to be derived from the 
summons of Algernon lord Percy, the 21 January, 1722. But the duke nevertheless 
is a coheir in the baronies of Berkeley, Warine de Lisle, Latimer, Scales, Playz, and 
Badlesmere ; also in the barony of Ufford and earldom of Suffolk. 

The fortune of families in their rise and fell affords {sometimes singular instances of 
the ordinations of Providence. 

It is here shown that the Smithson's of no peculiar distinction in the annals of 
Genealogy, have acquired the splendid estates of the once illustrious house of Percy, and 
with a superior degree of rank ; while the heirs representative of its elder branch have 
not a particle left to them of their ancestors' patrimony ; and alone possess the honor of 
priority of blood over the present bearer of their ancient dignities* But are the virtues of 
the Smithson's only Percys by adoption of name, engendered in them by the act of pariia- 
ment ? Certainly not. The high titie of duke makes him not superior in the eye of the 
Almighty, though it may in the eye of sovereigns, to the humble, and depressed first co- 
heir of the unhappy earl Thomas, who, without the form of trial, (as before mentioned) 
was executed at York, in 1572.* The following table of descent will show this person 
to be as much respected for his exemplary conduct, and exertions in private life, as the 
pompous occupier of Nortiiumberland House, and Alnwick Castle. 



• Vide tbe case of the earl of Arundel in parliament temp. Bdw. III., napectiDS tiw illegal eiecRiCioa of 
fiither witiioat trial by hia peers, aooonyn; to the law of liCagna Charta. Hie Bditor hafing' in kia poaseiaioa some 
iatereatiDg MSS. relative to the Percy family will, moat probfliUy, tery ahortly pnUidi theae corioaa memoin. 
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Thomas, 7th Earl 6f Northomberlaiid, attainted and beheadad, Angnat 22, 1572.^ 



lliomaa, 

only son, beth, 

diedyoang, eld.d. 

Ti. pat. &ooh. 



Elua-^Riahard Wood- 
roffe, of Wolley, 
in the coanty of 
of York, Esq. 



Mary mar. Sir 
Thos. Grey, of 
Werk, Knight, 
s.p. 



Lacy,^Sir Ed* 



dan. 

and 

coh. 



MaximiUuk Wood-=pMabel, dan. and heir, 
roffe, son and heir, j of Arttiur Paver, of 
ob. 1652. I Wetherby, Esq, 



ward 
Stanley, 
K.B. 



Jane mar- 
ried Lord 
oen. Sey- 
moor, s.p. 



Mary, Mo- 
ress* of the 
Nnnnery, tit 
Bmasela. 



Venetia Stan-^^ir 



ley, dau. and 
coheir. 



T I 

PetroneUa Stan- Fhmoes Stanley, d. 



Kenelm ley, dau. & coh. & coh. mar. John 
Digby. dkd nnmarried. Fortesciie,ofSaldan. 



Maximilian,^Eleanor, daughter of 1. Ken- 2. John, s.p. 5. John Digby,=FMargaret, dan. of 



son&heir,ob. 
Ti. pat. 1644. 



William Paver, of 
Braham Hall, Esq. 



elm Dig- 3. Everard, s.p. of Gotfanrrt, oo. 
by, B.p. 4. George, s.p. Backs. 



Sir Edward Lon- 
gueviUe, Bart. 



Milliana Wood-^^ohn Paver, of St. Ni- Margaretta =p=Sir John Con- Charlotta=FRichard, son 



ro£fe, d. 5t heir, 
ob. vitft mariti. 



cholas Honse, York, 
Esq., ob. 1721-2. 



Maria, dau. 
andooh. 



way, of Bodri- 
tfaan, Bart. 



Theophila, 
dan. & coh. 



of Sir Roger 
Mostyn, Bart.> 



Woodroffe Paver ,^Mary, dan. of Henry, ob. vi. ^Honora Richard Penel- Bridget, mar. Charlotta, mar. 



son and heir, ob. 
1703, vi. pat. 



r 



Thos. Colton, 
of York, Esq. 



pat. (by some 
called John.) 



Ravens- Mostyn, ope, a Lytton Lyt- 
croft. 'S.p. Nun. ton, s.p. 



William, ^Anne, dan. of 



son&heir, 
slain at 
Cullodon. 



r 



Sandford Cop- 
ley, of liver- 
pool, Esq. 



Honora Conway, dau. and 
coh. mar. Sir John Glynn, 
Bart., k quo Sir Stephen 
Richard Glynn, Bart. 



John, of Hessay, son &=FAIice, dan. of Christopher New- 
heir, ob. circ. 1760. j ham, mar. 1744, ob. 1792. 



Margaret Conway ,t daugh. 
&coh. mar. Sir Thos. Lon- 
gneyille, Bart, (grandson of 
Sir Edward).- 

1. Maria 
Margaretta. 



Rich. Williams, 
half-brother to 
SirWatkin.-! 



1 



Richard, 
s.p. 



1^ 1 

2. Con- 3. Harry, or 

way. Harriot. 

(AU JO named by Collins in hU Baronetage,) 



1. John, ob. inf. 2. John,ob. s.p. 3. William, ob. 1800.=pJane, dau. of Francis Fryer, mar. 1775, ob. 1790. 
William Paver, of York, son & heir, bom 1775, nunc vivens, 1843.=FMargaret, d. of Thos. Penty, m. 1800, ob. 1843. 

William Paver, son Bt heir, of York, nunc vivens, 1843, bom IdOl.^T^ane, d. of John Unthank, of York, m. 1823. 

1 I ' I 1 

William, ob. inf. Percy Woodroflfo Paver, s. & h. bom 1829. Jane, ob. inf. Jane Maq;aret, bom 1827. 



• MiU«t in his Catalogae of Nobility does not mention this Mary, who ii the same as it exToneonily said to have auurriad 81r Th»- 
tau Qrey, and after his death retired to Bmaeels, where she became the Prioreas. — (MS. penee Auctore.) 

* In 18M, Mr. Longoeville Jonee was lineal deseendant, and repreeentative of Uiie lady. — (MS. Fed. penea Auctore.) 

Mr. Favcr, it ia to be obaacved, ia the eldeat coheir of the Baronies of Percy and Poyninga, and holds one entire moiety of the aame, 
whereas the moiety of lady Lnoy, wife of Sir Edward Stanley, is divided and subdivided among several representativee of her. 

Mr. Maximilian Woodroffe, son of Bichard and Lady Elisabeth Percy, went to Virginia, where his cousin George Pen^, brother to 
Henry, ninth Earl of Northumberland, had gone, and in a MS. entitled. Indigested Chronology, among the Stirling Papers in the Histo- 
rical Library at New York, is said to have planted Viiginia, and to have discovered Powhaian, now called Jamee Biver. 

In Campbell's History of Yirginia, (1813) p. 49, it is stated that Mr. George Percy was left in direetioa of the colony of Virginia on 
the departure of Lord De la Warre. 

In 1887, when the Editor was in the United States, be met two brothers of the name of Percy, vrtto held lands in Virginia, and 
claimed deecent fix>m the said Mr. George Percy ; in which respect they would be the right male heirs of the earldom of Northumber- 
land, of the de Bovo creation, the ancient one being suspended in the erown. 

Jt Nemnereh Ckurth, oounty of ^m/.^— Here lieth the body of Charlotta Theophila, wife of Bichard Mostyn, of Penbedw, daughter 
and coheir of John Digby, of Qothurst, by Margaret, daughter of Sir Edward Longneville, son and heir of Sir Kenelm Digby, by Venetia, 
daaghter of Sir Edward Stanley (son of Thomas second son of Edward. Earl of Derby,) by Lucy his wife, daughter and coheir of Tho- 
ftaa. Earl of Northumberland. She died 17 March, 1810-4. 

» Catherine, youngeet daaghter of Richard Moe^ and Charlotta his wife, died 88 December, 1698. 
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PINKNEY.— (25 Edw. I.) 

* TideBai^'t Hbnbt ds Pinknbt* had sttminoBi to pnrliameiit the 25 Edw. I.; and in the next year 
Baron., toI. i. had summons to C&rlisle equi^ et artnis^ being theii styled a baron, the earls and barons 
having their hames Inserted in the writ according to theilr respectiYe ranks. He was 
also sununoned to parliament the 2^ and 28 Edw. t.; and was one oi the barons in the 
parliament at Lincoln, the 29 Edw. I., who subscribed their seals to the letter addressed 
to the jK)p^/ when he was designated '^ Henricm de Pynkeneg DoMsMt de Wedone/' 
Dying without issue^ his barony became oitinct; and the greatest part of his lands he 
left to the king, and his heirs for ever. 



PIPARD.— (25 Edw. I.) 

Kalph Pipard had summons to parliament from the 25 to the 30 Edw. I. In the 26 
he had summons to Carlisle equis et armis, and in the writ was styl^ a baron; the earls 
and barons then summoned being distinguished by their respective ranks. In the 29 
Edw. I. he was one of the barons who in the parliament at Lincoln subscribed the letter 
to the pope, being then designated '^ Radtdpkua Pypard Ihmmia de Lmtffyrd. He died 
circ. 1309, leaving 

John Pipard his son and heir, aged thirty, but neither he nor any of his descendants 
had ever the like summons, and with him Dugdale closes his account of the family. 
t P. lis. Atkyns in his History of the County of 61ouoester,t states that he held Aston-Cold 

in that county ; and in the 4 Edw. IL levied a fine thereof. From the Pipards, the 
said manor passed to Edmund le Boteler, who married the heiress, and held the same 
with free warren the 9 Edw. 11. 



PIPE.— (1 Edw. III.) 

Of this name it is only mentioned by Dugdale that Thomas de Pipe had summons to 
parliament among the barons the 1 Ekiw. III., but no more, nor any of his posterity ; 
but on referring to the writ it appears not to have been a summons to parliament, but 
only a summons eqida et armis to Newcastle-upon-iyne. 

In Tong diurch, in the county of Stafford, is the following inscription, vis ; 



* Sir Harrifl Nicolas says he was present in the parliament at Lincohi ; but Dugdale In his lilts of SiiiaoBa 
states he affixed his seal, thon^ he was not sommoned to that parliament. 



'^ Hie jaoent Dot Wilfidmns Vernon Miles, quondam (jifwat^bulamii A^^ic^ (faw 
et h»re8 Dni Ricardi Vernon MUitis, qni quondwn ent Thefpiuwiui C^jb^ifl VM qoi^a^l 
DSs WiUielinuB ot^it ultimo die meiuiis Junii lyuio D&i 1477^ et Haigaro(a ipcor 4ipti 
Wifli filiA et hnriditaf Dni Robeiti PjnpiB et Spemoiia Militw, qnia qi»46flBi MwEptreta 
obiil; aimo DSi roiliiiwo ** 



PLAYZ.— (22 Edw. I.) 

EoiDtus, OR Giles i>b Plays, descended from Hugh de Flajrs,. who flianied Fhilippa, 

one of the sisters and coheirs of Richard de Montfichet. a irreat baron in Essex,* had * VideBankt'i 

Dorm & l^T 

summons to parliament the 22 and 25 Edw. I., but no more. He died 31 Edw. I., Bwoii^Tdi.i. 
leaving 

Richard de Pbyz his son and heir, who badampmons from the 11 to die 15 Edw. • 
XL, induaire, ito whom succeeded 

Richard de Playa bis |K>n and heir, whp never had summons, nor John bis son apd b/^ir, 
who deceased leaving an ofjlj daughter Maigaret, who was the first wife of Sir John How- 
ard, (grandfather, by his second wife, of John, the first duke of IjTorlblk), by wij^oQi^ she 
hftd iiwue Sir John Howard, whose d^nghter and heir S^fibelib n)#iped Jdbn Vere, twelfth 
eaii of Oxiord, in which tide this barony continued lo^iged tiU the death of John, the . 
fi^urteenlih esrl, in I6269 when it fell isto abeyance among his tbre^ dwghters aad 00- 
bws, vis : Dorothy, who married John NeviU lord Latimer ;t Elizabetii, who married f vida Laiu 
9it Aniibeny Wingfield, (represented in 1825 by Francis Dillon, a baro^ of the Roman °^'' 
empire); aAd Ursula, who married George Windsor, and secondly, Sir Edmund 
Knightiey, s.p« 

Rjiciiird 0/6 M(uitfich6t.-i 

I 11 III nm .ii . i . it. ■.,|,. ■■■,..,,.,. ■ I.. I I 

Bicam Moat^chot, a.p« Philippa, di. 8t coh.^Hiigh de Pbyz. ATelinei ni . & ooh.^ earl of AU^broMurfi. 

, — \ . 1 

Biflhaid do ^1^.7lnbeUji, widow 13 Edw. I. l^nuUm, earl of Albeniiar]e.-i 

Mplky s^. Bicbard, i.p. Gilet.^ ATomie, ooniitepa of Albeiiiiade» s^. 

Ridiard.^ 

„i — • 

Michard.^ 

Jolm de FUfi, the petitioner temp. Ric. 11. aa oouam and lieir to ATelinOi oounteai of Albermarie. 
(Tide Rat, Pari, 7 Ae. n., m/. I&., p. 175, §Uam Boi. Pwri., 21 Edw, DI., tfol. U., p. 182^. 

PLESSETIS.— (25 Edw. I.) 

Hugh db Plessets, son of John de Flessets, or Fleasetis^ earl of Warwick, by his first 
wife Christian, daughter and heir of Hugh de Sandford^ had the manor of Hokenprton 
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and other manors in the county of Oxford, which were of his mother's inheritance ; and 
* Ihig. litti Ae 5 Edw. I. was summoned with the earb and other barons to be at Worcester*^ eqnis 

of Sum 

t Ewh'. 20 ct armis, to march against the Welch. He died circ. 20 Edw. I.f and was succeeded by 
Bdw.l.,ii.i56. Hugh de Plessets, his son and heir, who, the 25 Edw. 1., had summons to a par- 

t Dog. Lift! liament at Salisbury ; and the 27 Edw. L» to a parliament at London,! but not after, and 
I Et^ 29 ^^^ ^rc- 29 Edw. I., seised of the manors of Hokenorton, Missenden, etc.,§ leaving 
Edw.I.^n. 54. Hugh de Plessets his son and heir, who never had summons to parliament, nor any 

of his posterity, of whom Dugdale does not make further notice, as not considered 

in the rank of barons.^ 



PLUGENET OR PLUKENET.— (23 Edw. I.) 

• Alan db Plugbnbt, a person of much estimation for his wisdom and military exploits, 
had summons to parliament the 23 and 25 Edw. I. In the 26 he was summoned equis 
et armis to Carlisle, in which writ the earls and barons being distinguished by their res- 

I Dngd. Ligte pective ranks, he is denominated as one of the latter degree, || he died the year following, 

of Sum. leaving Joan his wife surviving, and 

Alan de Plugenet his son and heir, who had summons to parliament the 5 T&dw. II., 

1 Tide writ in &nd in the writ is designated a baron,^ as his father was, (as before noted in the 26 Edw. 

** Eitr. 19 '')' ^^^ ^® ^^ never again smnmoned to parliament. He seems to have died circ.'i^ 19 

Edw. 11., Rot. Edw. II., s.p., leaving Joan de Bohun his sister and heir, whereby on his decease without 
issue, the inheritance passed to Sir Richard de la Bere, her father's brother's son by the 
whole blood, i. e. son of Richard de la Bere, brother of the whole blood to Alan Plugenet 

tt Mag. Brit, herfathertt 

The 1 Edw. III. Joan Bohun at her death held a moiety of Kington Plukenet 
manor, in the county of Dorset, and the reversion of the other moiety, which Sibyl the 
widow of Alan Plugenet held in dower ; Richard de la Bere her cousin and heir aged 30 ; 
the 19 Edw. III., Richard de la Bere and Claricia, his wife, died seised of the same ; 

XX Rot. Pat. Thomas their son and heir, to which Thomas the record j::^ recites, viz.: '^Rez confirmavit 

m. 9 Vm, 3.' 'I^omsB de la Bere consanguin^ Alani de Plugenet in feodo man^ de Haselbere.^ 
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POYNTZ.— (45 Hbn. III. and 23 Edw. I.) 

Hugh db Potntz. married Helewyse, sister and coheir to William Malet, baron of 

§§ Ihigd. Td. C!ory Malet, in the county of Somerset, and died circ. 4 Hen. III., leaving§§ 
i.f p. 1. 

* LeUmd, yoI. ii., p. 46, f. 20, says, " There ii baried at Oseney yn our lady diapelle, a nobleman of the Fla» 
eetes, in a finr tombe, with an image." 
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Nicolas de Poyntz, his son and heir, who was one of those summoned as a baron to 
the parliament called by the king to meet in London the 45 Hen. III.,* to whom, on his * CUus. m.3, 
death circ. 1 Edw. L, succeeded 

Hugh de Poyntz his son and heir, which Hugh had summons to parliament from 
the 23 Edw. 1. to the 1 Edw. II. inclusive. In the 29 Edw. I. he is noticed as being 
one, who in the parliament at Lincoln subscibed the letter to the pope, his name being 
written **Hugo Poynz Dominus de Cory Malet/* 

Nicholas Poyntz survived his father only about four years, and died the 5 Eidw. II., 
having been summoned to parliament in the 2, 3, and 4 of that reign.^ According 
to Mr. Berry, in his Sussex Genealogies, this Nicholas was twice married, first to Eliz- 
abeth, daughter to Eudo le Zouche,*^ by which lady he had Hugh, his son and successor ; 
secondly to Maud, or Matilda, daughter and heir of Sir John Acton, of Iron Acton, in the 
county of Gloucester, and by her had a son Sir John Poyntz, of Iron Acton.t t Vide Fos- 

^ ... brook's Glove. 

Hugh de Poyntz, son and heir of Nicholas by his wife Elizabeth Zouche^ had sum- T.u.,pp.525.6 
mons from the 11 Ekiw. II. to tiie 7 Edw. III., inclusive, and as Dugdale states,! died t Baron, 
on the 13 of October the same year, being then seised of Cory Malet, and other consid- 
erable manors, leaving 

Nicholas Poyntz, his son and heir aged 17^ who the 14 Edw. III. performing his 
homage, and being then at age, had livery of his lands,§ but never had summons to par- ^ ^^- 
liament ; that is to say^ his name is not contained in any writs of summons ; but that of 
Hugh de Poyntz is mentioned in all the writs from the 11 Edw. II. to the 17 Edw. IIL; 
although Dugdale asserts that Hugh de Poyntz deceased the 7 of Edw. III., as before 
related. When Nicholas died does not appear, but by Alianore his wife, daughter of 
Sir John Erleigh, knight, he left issue two daughters his coheirs, of which, Amicia, or 
Avicia was wife of John Barry, and Margaret, of John de Newburgh. 

The descent of Poyntz thus given after Dugdale is controverted by another. Accord- 
ing to the Escheat Record of the 21 Hen. VI., the difference is, that Dugdale gives five 
descents from Helewyse Malet to the last Nicholas, and the other only three, as set forth 
in the following table. 

Hugh PoyntB.^Udewyie Malet. 
Nidiolaa.7EHzabeth Zonche. 




Hngh.^Margaret PaTelli. 



a 



a Hie name of tliia Nidiblaa ii omitted in Dngdale't liata of SiunmQna> thon^ it is oontained in the wiitf of 
.the abore meationed years. 

l> Dugdale niimes this Elizabeth to be the daughter of Milioent de Montalt bj her first husband William le 
Zooche) but under Zouche and Cantilape he makes Milioent to haye first married Montalt, and secondly Budo, not 
VFiiHam Le Zooehe. 
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t 



NidMil«.3^AliaMm Briogiu 



I I I _^ Til : I I I Ti 



Margaret, dangliter aik^Jofan de Ne wlmr g h , mil. Amicia, or Alicia, ianghfcwr awl^Joka8ffiy»of 4ba4M«nt7af 
mbeir, dead 21 Hen.YI. 1 of the covmty of Doiaet. coheir, dead 21 Hen. YI. I Somecwt, dead 21 Hea. YI. 

Joan de Newbugh, oonaang. U harea NiohL^Joane, danghtw of Sir WHJiaBa Barrf , ob. %jp; 

Poyntz, liTing 21 Hen. VI. I John Delamare. ante 21 Hea. VI. 

1. Elizabeth, dav^^iter of Robert Attemore, manned 1 Hen. VI., ob. a.p.m.^^ohn Newbwgh.:j^ 

John Newbiiigk.^AUoe» daughter of W3liam Caxeut. 

1. ^fniiiam, ob.=?=Chriatica, dan. of Sir 2. John. 3. Tbomaa, aaaartw of tha Wai^- 

Ti. pat. 1470. 1 Walter Gonia. well and Beikeiej linea. 



r I 

John, ob. a-p., 1486. Bogir> ob- 1514.^. 

.1 



Chiiftian, dmghtor and k0ir.*yJohB, aon and heir of Henry lord Mara^. 

I. George Rad-^=Cittierine, daagfatofc=2. Sir Tbomas Poyninga, knight, EBaabeOi, dan.?9^nuMnM HonvaeA 

d]iE», Baq. and ooheir. db. a.p. 38 Hen. VIII. and coheir. I lord Biodon. 

I I I I I I 
f^snr aona «ad twodanghtMi, who all died without lasie remaiuag. — {Vide BmM$ D9rm. aaJ Ar. Bmr,, mI. ii,J 



POYNINGS.— (22 E»w. I.) 

Thomas de Potninqs held ten knights's fees in Poynings, in the county of Suflsez^ 
* Dngd. Bar., and had two sons. Michael and Lucas.* of these 

' Michael de Poynings had summons to parliament the 22 Edw. I.^ but his name does 

not appear in any subsequent writ of summons. 

t Ibid. p. 134. Thomas, his son and heir, (for so Dugdale saysf IghetsJ had summons to parliament 

the 11 Edw. III., but he was slain shortly after in the great sea-fi^^t with the French 

near Sluys, the 13 Edw. III. ; he married Agnes, one of the coheirs to John, the son of 

t Ibid. Bartholomew:^ de CrioV &^d left issue Michael, his son and heir, aged 22, which 

Michael de Poynings had summons to parliament from the 16 to the 42 Edw. IIL 
inclusive, and died the year following, leaving Joan his wife, widow of Sir John de Molyns^ 
knight, surviving, and 

Thomas de Poynings, his son and heir, who was never summoned, but died die 49 
Edw. IIL, s.p., leaving Blanch de Mowhsay, his wife, isurviving, and 

Richard de Poynings, his brother and heir, which Richard had summons to parlia- 
ment the 6, 7^ 8, and 9 Ric. II. ; he married Isabel, daughter and heir of Sir Robert die 
Gny, then called Fitz Payne, and dying the 16 Bic. II. left 

Robert de Poynings, his son and and heir, who was summoned to pariianwiit ^om 

« in Haated'a Kent (vol. viiL, p. 69, edit. 8vo.), thia Agnea k oilMteigliter«id bfllr /sf 15ir Ribbiii BoUk, 
by Joane, daughter and heir of Bertram de Criol, and lister and heir to John and Bertram hor bntiMM. 
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the 5 of Hen. IV. to the ^3 Hen. VI., after which he was slain at the siege of Orleans, 

in France, 2 October, 25 Hen. VI.,^ leaving Alianore, the wife of Sir Henry Percy, knt., * Dvgd. Bar., 

his granddaughter and next heir, viz., dau^ter and heir of Richard de Poynings, his * *^' 

eldest son, (who died before him) by Alianore his wife, daughter to Sir John Berkeley, 

of Beverston, knight, which • 

Sir Henry Percy, afterwards earl of Northumberland, was in his father's lifetime 
summoned to parliament as lord Poynings, and on succeeding to the earldom, meiged 
thermi the said barony, which thereafter became forfeited with the other of the Percy 

titles.t t Vid* Percy. 



LUCAS DE POYNINGS.— (42 Edw. III.) 

Lucas de Poynings, younger brother to Michael the second baron Poynings, before 
mentioned, had summons to parliament from the 42 to the 49 Edw. III.^ He married 
Isabel, one of the daughters and coheirs of Hugh, but sister and coheir of Edmund de 
St. John, of Basing, which Isabel was widow of Henry de Burghersh, and eventually 
sole heir of Edmund de St. John her brother, but in the writ of summons to Lucas de 
Poynings it is merely personal, viz., ^Lucy de Panynges/' without any reference to the 
barony of St. John ; when he died does not appear^ but if he was the same Lucas, who 
was brother to Michael, who had summons to parliament the 22 Edw. I., and did not 
die before the 9 of Ric II., he must have been a very aged man, that interval of time 
being upwards of 90 years; by the said Isabel who survived him, and deceased the 17 
Ric II.,1 he left issue t Dug-BtroB. 

vol ii *fe i\9 

Thomas de Poynings his son and heir, aged thirty-six, which Thomas was styled *' 
" Lord St. John,'' but never had summons to parliament. By his testament, dated upon 
the eve of St. Thomas the apostle, anno 1428, 7 Hen. V., he desires to be buried in the 
choir of the priory of Borgrave in Sussex, on the north part of the tomb of the lady 
Philippa, sometime countess of Arundel and Pembroke, his wife, daughter to Edmund 
Mortimer, earl of March. To Isabel his daughter, he left one dozen of silver vessels, 
and constituted Maud his wife, with Sir John de Bohun, knight^ his executors; after 
which, on the 7th of March, he died, leavii^ Constance, the wife of John Paulet ; Alice, 
wife of John Orrel ; and John Bonvile, his next heirs, viz : the said Constance and Alice^ 
the daughters of Hugh his son (who died in his lifetime), and John Bonvile, son of Joane 
the third daughter. Constance then aged twenty, Alice nineteen, and John Bonvile aged 
sixteaB. Maud his widow having an assignation of dower. 

» Dqgdale in his Baroufe nyi he wu muBmoned from the 42 Edw. III. to the 9 Richard II., indviTe } hut 
Mi flUR 4e Mt hi o^mit iller tkefP Bdw . ni. 
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Mr. Berry in his Sussex Genealogies, p. 61, asserts that the lady Philippa was his 
second wife, and Joane, daughter of banm Strange, was his first, by whom he had Hugh, 
who died s.p. ; Jane, the wife of Sir John Bonvile ; Constance, of Sir John Paulet ; and 
Alice, wife of John Kingstone, by whom she had a son Thomas Kingstone. The inac- 
curacy of this statement is suj£cientiy apparent from the ages of the respective persons 
before given. Mr. Blore in his Rutland, a work compiled with great sedulousness and 
research, p. 228, says that Janet, daughter of Roger lord Strange, married Thomas 
Poynings lord St. John. From these statements it would seem that Thomas lord Poyn- 
ings (or St. John) had three wives, viz : Joane (or Janet) Strange, Philippa Mortimer, 
and Maud who survived him. 
* v. iL,p. 178 Blomfield in his History of Norfolk,* makes mention of a Lucas de Poynings, who 

married Isabel, one of the four daughters and coheirs of Robert de Aguillon, by Agatha 
his wife, one of the daughters and coheirs of Fulk de Beaufo, and thereby acquired Poyn- 
ings manor in that county. This rather intimates some great discrepance in the early 
account of the Poynings family given by Dugdale, particularly where he says '^ To this 
Michael succeeded another Thomas, his son and heiry as I ghess" But as to reconcile 
any discrepance would not affect the course of the barony, it is not necessary to be here 
entered into. 

From Constance, the wife of John Paulet, descended Sir William Paulet his great 
grandson, who, the 30 Hen. VIII., was by patent created baron St. John, but not with 
the addition of Basing, with limitation to the issue male of his body. He was afterwards, 
in the 3 Edw. VL, created earl of Wiltshire ; and finally, the 5 Edw. VL, was advanced 
to the dignity of marquess of Winchester. 

It is rather singular, that though in the patent of his creation to the title of lord St. 
John, it is without the additament of Basing : yet, in his writ of summons to pailiar- 
ment the following year (31 Hen. VIII.) he is there written "Willielmo Paukt de Si. 
t Dngd. LifU John (de Basing) CWr ;*'t and similarly to the 2 Edw. VI., there not being any writ to 
^ ^^' parliament between the 2 and 5 Edw. VL He is not noticed as earl of Wiltshire ; but 

in the writ of the 5 he is there summoned as marquess of Winchester, '^ Thesaurario 
AngluB.'^ 

Charles, the sixth marquess, was created duke of Bolton by king William III., in 
X Vide Banks' 1689; whose great grandson Harry, the sixth duke, dying s.p.m., in I7dl,t the title of 
Bwraia! vol II ^^^® ^' Bolton became extinct. The barony of St. John, and the earldom of Wiltshire, 
with the marquesite of Winchester, devolved upon the next heir male, George Paulet, 
esq., of Amport House, in the county of Southampton, grandfather of the marquess, 
(1844,) and the barony of St. John, of Basing, and barony of Lucas Poynings, if it be 
considered distinct from'that of St. John, of Basing, fell into abeyance between the three 
daughters, and coheirs of Harry, the sixth and last duke of Bolton, viz : Mary Henrietta, 
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who married viscount Hinchingbroke, afterwards earl of Sandwich^ eldest daughter of the 
duke, by his first wife ; and Catharine^ who married lord Barnard, afterwards earl of Dar- 
lington, and late duke of Cleveland ; and lady Amelia Paulet, unmarried ; which Catharine 
and Amelia were daughters of the duke, by his second wife, Catharine, daughter of Sir 
James Lowther, baronet, who was subsequently created earl of Lonsdale. 

It is worthy of remark, that Sir William Paulet, on being advanced from the earldom 
of Wiltshire to the title of marquess of Winchester, resigned the earldom : of which the 
patent was cancelled, (a proceeding not then uncommon, as the case of Pembroke, temp. 
Eldw. IV.,) and it seems the vacancy was so looked upon by Queen Elizabeth, who, ac- 
cording to Naunton, is said to have offered the earldom to her cousin, the lord Hunsdon, 
at his dying moments, which he had much desired and long solicited, but then declined, 
as coming too late to a broken heart of one, who, when in full life, had been refused his 
request. 



ROS, OR ROOS.— (45 Hen. III.) 

Pbtbb db Ros, who lived in the reign of king Hen. I., is supposed to have taken bis 
surname from the lordship of Ros, in Holdemess waptentake, in the county of York. 
He married Adeline, one of the sisters and coheirs to the famous Walter Espec,* baron « videBanki't 
of Helmesley, or as sometimes called Hamlake, in the county of Tork^ Buo^ *<S^ 

Everard de Ros, his grandson, married Rose, one of the three daughters and coheirs, 
and eventually sole heiress of William Trusbut,t who held a baronial estate called Trusbut, t Ibi^ 
and also Wartre; and dying circ. 1186, was succeeded by 

Robert de Ros, his eldest son, who was one of the twenty-five celebrated barons 
appointed to enforce the observance of Magna Charta : by Isabel his wife, daughter (but 
considered illegitimate) of William, sumamed the Lion, king of Scotland, he had two 
sons, Willjam and Robert ; to which last he gave the castle of Werke. Having become 
a Knight Templar, he was buried in the temple church, anno 1 1 Hen. III. 

William, the eldest, was his successor ; and having by the death of his two great 
aunts, the sisters of Rose, his grandmother, s. p., become sole heir of the baronial estate 
of Trusbut, he had livery thereof accordingly. He died the 42 Hen. III., leaving 

Robert de Ros his son and heir, who married Isabel, daughter of William de AlBini, 
(grandson of Robert de Todeni, lord of Belvoir, in the coimty of Leicester.:^ $ Ibid. 

In the 45 Hen. III. he was summoned by the name of ^'BjoVo de Ros de BeWrP 
to that parliament which was then called by the king to meet in London.§ Afterwards, ( CUu. to.8» 
being on the part of the confederated barons, under Simon de Montfort, he was of those writ fai toLu! 
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select peiBons who had sommons to the parliament oonyened by them in the king's 
name the 49 Hen. III. He died dre. 13 Edw. I., leaving 

William de Ros his a<m and heir^ who was one of l^e competitors for the crown of 

Scotland, along widi Baliol, Brace, and others, daiming as great grandson and heir of 

Isabel, daughter of king Witliam the Lion, as before mentioned ; but his pretension was 

not allowed. At the parliament at Lincoln, the 29 Edw. L, though not summoned 

thereto, he subscribed the &mous letter to the Pope, being designated '^ WUKebrnts de 

Ros Ihmimu de Hamiake.^^ In the 22 Edw. I. he had summons by the name of ^^ WiBir 

ebnua de Bos*' only ; but in the following year, the 23 Edw. I., as ^ WiUiebnus de Boos 

de Helmesh/f* by which description he continued to be named in all the subsequent par- 

* Dngd. Lists liaments to which he was summoned*, till the 9 Edw. II.; to whose ooronationt he was 

t vXcoron '"^'^i^ly summoned. He died the 10 Edw. II., leaving by Maud, his wife, one of the 

Rot. in Tol.iL daughters and coheirs of John de Vaux, two sons, viz., William, his successor, and John, 

a younger son, a person of considerable eminence in his time, who had summons the 1, 

and after, from the 6 to the 12 Edw. III. ; but dying s.p. his elder brother, WiUiam, 

became his heir : which 

William de Ros having succeeded his father, had summons firom the 11 Edw. II. 
to the 16 Edw. III. ; and died the following year, leaving by Margery his wife, one of 
the sisters and coheirs of Giles lord Badlesmere, two sons, William and Thomas. 

William de Ros, eldest son, succeeded his father, and had summons to parliament 
the 24 and 25 Edw. III., but died the next year, s.p.; whereby, 

Thomas de Ros, his brother, became the next baron, who had summons from the 
35 Edw. III. to the 7 Ric. II., inclusive, in which year he deceased, having had issue 
several sons ; whereof, the eldest, 

John de Ros, had summons from the 10 to the 17 Ric. II., when he died s. p., and 
was succeeded by his brother, 

William de Ros, who had summons from the 18 Ric. II. to the 1 Hen.V., and died 
the next year, at Belvoir, where he was buried. In the 4, *Jy 8, 12, and 13 Hen. IV. 
he is mentioned in the Rolls of Parliament as a trier of petitions, by the description of 
*^ Seigneur de Boos/' 

John de Ros, his son and heir, never had summons, and died under age, s.p., leaving 
Thomas his brother, then a minor, his next heir ; which 

^ Thomas de Ros had summons the 7 Hen. VL, but died shortly after, 18 August, 
the 9 Hen. VI., leaving a son Thomas then only about four years old, who, the 24 Hen* 
VI., although not at full age, was permitted to have livery of his lands. This 

Thomas de Ros had summons from the 27 to the 38 Hen. VI. ; but the next year 
was attainted in the parliament of the 1 Edw. IV., for his faithful adherence to the 
House of Lancaster; and in the same year died; having had issue by Fhilippa his wife^ 
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one of the sisters and cohdrs to John Tiptoft^ earl of Worcester^ according to Dngdale, 
two sons, viz : Edmund and John*; and three dan^ters, Eleanor, Isabel, and Margaret.^ 
Edmund de Ros, son and heir of the attainted baron, Thomas, in the 1 Hen. YII* 
obtained an act of parliament M>nnl1ing and making void die act of attainder against his 
fother; after which he lived some irears, but never had sunmons to parliament. He 
died the 24 Hen. YII., at Enfield, in Middlesex, where he was buried in the parish 
church; and not having any issue, his sisters became his coheirs; and, by virtue of the act 
of restitution, entitled to inherit the ancient barony of Ros : of these sisters, Eleanor, the 
eldest, married Sir Robert Manners ; Isabel, as Dugdale asserts,* married Thomas Orey, * Btfoft.yol.L, 
a younger son of Sir Ralph Grey, of Werke : but, according to odier audiority,t Sir f* Colilns's 
Robert Lovel, she however died s. p. ; Margaret, the third sister, is supposed to have ^ie|)^' 
died unmarried, no mention further of her being noticed. 

MANNERS BARON DE ROS. 

SiB RoBEBT Mannebs by the said Eleanor de Ros, who died in 1487> had issue 
several children, whereof 

Sir Geoige Manners, the eldest son and heir, in the inscription on the mtonument 
to his memory in St George's Chapel, Windsor, is styled ^^Lord Boo^% yet it does not 
appear that he ever had summons to parliament. 

Thomas Manners, his eldest son, having by the death of his two great aunts, Isabel 
and Margaret, s.p., become sole heir of the barony of Ros, had summons to parliament 
the 7 Hen. YIII. as ^^nomm Maman de Bosse CHVty^ and as appears firom the Lords' 
Journals, was placed with reference to the antiquity of the said barony. In the 17 Hen. 
YIII. he was advanced to the dignity of earl of Rudand, whereby the barony of Ross 
or Roos became merged in that higher title ; his grandson 

Edward Manners, third earl of Rutland, dying s.p.m., the earldom of Rutland de- 
volved upon his next brother, John Manners ; but the barony of Ros descended to his 
sole daughter and heiress Elizabeth, which 

CECIL BARON DE ROS, 

Ladt Elizabeth Mannebs, married William lord Burleigh, eldest son and heir ap- 
parent to Thomas Cecil, earl of Exeter, and about the year 1591 died vitft mariti, leaving 
an only son and heir 

« In the primted case of the daimantB to the bwony in 1803, tiiis John it omitted, u aUo the name of Haiguet 
his yoangest lister. 

b In Blomfidd's Norfolk, (toL iii., p, 43, edit. 8to.) there ii mentiooed a fourth daughter Joan.— Fufe MfmaiH. 
AangU m/. i., p. 728, old edit.) 
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William Cecily who in her right, was entitled to the barony of De Bos ; but this 
title was controverted by Francis, then sixth earl of Rutland, on the ground that the 
barony was attracted to the earldom, and similarly descendable to heirs male only, and 
was not Bos or Boos solely, but Boos of Hamlake, Trusbut, and Belvoir, the estates of 
which denomination were then in his possession ; this controversy was, however, deter- 
mined by letters patent 22 July, the 14 James I., which declared that the said Francis, 
earl of Butland, and his issue male should be called lord Boos of Hamlake, and enjoy 
the name, title, and dignity of lord Boos of Hamlake, Trusbut, and Belvoir, in all par- 
liaments and assemblies, and that the said William Cecil should enjoy the ancient seat 
and place of lord Boos in all parliaments and assemblies. 

Cecil lord Boos, thus confirmed in the barony, was never summoned to parliament, 
and dying shortly after in June 1618, s.p., the barony reverted to the said Francis, sixth 
earl of Butland. This 

Francis, earl of Butland, baron Boos, of Hamlake, and baron Bos, dying in 16S2, 
s.p.m.s., a new separation again took place. By his first wife he had an only daughter Ca- 
therine, and by his second wife two sons, who both died s.p., in his lifetime, so that Ca- 
therine became his sole heiress, who married Greorge Villiers, first duke of Buckingham. 



VILLIEBS BABONESS DE BOS. 

Thb Ladt Cathbbinb Manners on the death of her fether Francis, earl of Butland 
being his only surviving child, was as such, legally entitled to the adjudged barony of 
De Bos. The duke of Buckingham, her husband (who was assassinated by Felton) died 
before her, having had issue Charles, who died an infant ; George, the next duke ; Fran- 
ds, who died s.p. ; and Mary, who married James Stuart, duke of Bichmond, and had 
issue Esme Stuart, duke of Bichmond, who died s.p. ; and Mary, who married Bichard, 
earl of Arran, s.p. On the death of the baroness, dowager Duchess of Buckingham, circ 
1666, the barony of Bos descended to her only surviving son 

George Villiers, second duke of Buckingham, but he nevertheless had a competitor 
for the barony in John, the then earl of Butland, and counsel on both sides were heard at 
the bar of the House, when after much and serious debate, it was proposed to make a repre- 
sentation to the king for the compromising the differences between the duke and the earl ; 
J>ut whether the recommendation agreed upon was ever presented, or if it was, what was 
the answer of his Majesty, is not traced ; the duke died in 1687^ s.p., and his sister Mary, 
duchess of Bichmond, about two years before. Thus the barony of De Boss fell into 
abeyance between the sisters and coheirs of George, seventh earl of Butland, brother and 
heir' male of Francis, the sixth earl, before mentioned. 
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Of these coheirs^ Bridget, the eldest, married Tyrwhitt, Esq., whose grandson 

Francis, left issue Catherine Tyrwhitt, wife of Sir Henry Hunloke, grand&ther of Sir 
Henry Hunloke, baronet, eldest coheir in 1803 ; Elizabeth, countess of Sunderland, 
died in 1653, s.p. ; Mary died an in&nt ; and Frances married the lord Willoughby, of 
Parham, whose son Francis lord Willoughby left three daughters his coheirs, viz. : Dia- 
na, countess of Winchelsea, who died in 1648, s.p.s.; Frances lady Brereton, whose 
i three sons died s. p. ; and Elizabeth lady Ranelagh, whose eldest daughter Elizabeth, 
countess of Eildare, died in 1748, s. p.; Eatherine, her third daughter, unmarried, in 
1746; and Frances lady Coningsby, her second daughter, who had issue Margaret, who 
died s.p., circ. 1760; and Frances, who married Sir Charles Hanbury Williams, by whom 
she had Frances, the wife of the earl of Essex, (whose issue was George, earl of Essex, 
and Elizabeth, lady Monson, both living in 1803 ;) and Charlotte, who married the Hon. 
Robert Boyle Walsingham; and had issue Charlotte, who married lord Henry Fitz 
Gerald, fourth son of James, first duke of Leinster : which Charlotte Fitz Gerald, in 
1803, preferred her petition to the king, to terminate the abeyance of the barony of De 
Ross. This petition was referred to the Attorney General, and on his report to a com- 
mittee of privileges, in the house of lords, by whom, in 1 806, it was resolved that the said 
barony was in abeyance between Sir Henry Hunloke, of Wingerworth, in the county of 
Derby, baronet ; George, earl of Essex ; and her the petitioner, lady Charlotte, otherwise 
lady Henry Fitz Gerald. Afterwards, in October 1806, His Majesty was pleased to 
determine the abeyance in her favour, and she was accordingly declared baroness de Ros. 

Sir Harris Nicolas, in his Peerage Synopsis,* has remarked, that lady Henry Fitss * yal.ii.p.5Ml 
Gerald, as youngest daughter, was only coheir of a moiety of the barony, the entire rep^ 
resentation of the eldest coheir being vested in Sir Henry Hunloke ; and that he was not 
aware of any similar instance of the grace of the crown having been exercised in favour 
of a coheir, who did not wholly possess one moiety of the dignity. But the influence of 
the Fitz Grerald family, in parliamentary power, and family connection, was far above 
that of Sir Henry Hunloke. 

It may deserve observation, that when the barony was assigned to Cecil, against 
Francis, earl of Rutland, it was because Robert de Ros had been summoned to parlia- 
ment the 49 Hen. III., nominatim, without any distinction of barony. Tet that sum- 
mons can scarcely be deemed the creation of a peerage dignity, when the writ admits of 
a doubt whether it was a call to a legal parliament, the persons summoned being only a 
small portion of the peerage, and that portion composed of the rebedlious barons, and 
not of the king's friends. At the same time it has been here shown, that he had been 
four years before, viz., the 45 Hen. III., summoned by the king's writ, while a free man, 
(not in the custody as a prisoner to Simon de Montfort,^ to a parliament at London, by 
the description of ^^ Robert de Ros de Belvoir.'' 
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WILLIAM DE ROS DE IGMANTHORPE.— (22 Edw. I.) 

Of this William de Ros^ Sir William Dugdale has not in his Baronage made any men- 
tion ; but from his Lists of Summons it appears that he was called by writ in the 22 

* Dugd. Liiti Edw. iJ^ to a parliament, for the time and place for the meeting whereof not any mention 
was made therein, though a parliament was holden at Westminster in that year. He was 
also summoned in the 24 Edw. I., along with Robert de Ros, of Werke, (who, by Dug- 

t Baron., t. i. dale, under the article of Ros, of Werke, is called his brother,)t to attend equis et armis 
at Newcastle-upon-Tyne, and to a great council to be holden there ; but his name does 
not appear in any subsequent writs of summons, nor any of his posterity, which long con- 
tinued in the male line, and of whom some account maybe found in Thoroton's History 
of Nottinghamshire ; as however they were not considered within the rank of barons, the 
further mention of them is here unnecessary. Sir Harris Nicolas, in his Peerage Sy- 

t Vol.u.p.547 nopsis,]: attributes the summons of the 22 Edw. I., by the description of ^^ WUUam de 
(note) jf^ ^ Igmanthorpe^^ to apply to William de RoSy ofHelmesley ; yet, on reference to the 
writ, it will seem that the two Williams are therein distinctly named, and therefore could 
not be one and the same person. 



ROBERT DE ROS DE WERKE.— (22 Edw. I.) 

Robert Db Ros, of Werke, was the younger son of Robert de Ros,, of Helmesley, by 
Isabel, his wife, daughter of William, the lion king of Scotland, and by gift of his father 
obtained the castie and barony of Werke. This Robert is, by Dugdale and Sir Harris 
Nicolas, made to be the same person as had the summons to parliament the 22 Edw. I.; 
but on the comparison of dates, it will rather seem that it was Robert, his son, who was so 
summoned ; the interval between the writ of the 22 Edw. I., and the death of Robert, his 
father, the 11 Henry III., who gave him the castle of Werke, being nearly sixty-seven 
years, and supposing him at that time under twenty years old, his elder brother William, 
of Helmesley, being then of fall age, he must have been nearly if not upwards of eighty 
years old; be it as it may 

Robert de Ros, along witii William de Ros, of Helmesley, and William de Ros, of 

Igmanthorpe, had summons to parliament the 22 Edw. I. as '^Bobertus Bm de Werie/* 

$ Dagd.Luti. and again§ to two parliaments by the same description the 23 Edw. I.; also tiie 24 Edw. 

oi Snoun* _ , , _^ 

I. equis et armis to Newcastie-upon-Tyne, and a great council to be there holden ; after 
which he was never again summoned, nor any of his posterity, and being accused of trea- 
son, his lands and honours became forfeited. 
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He married Margaret, one of the sisters and coheirs to Peter^ the last Brus^ baron 
of Skelton, son of Peter de Brus^ by Helewisia his wife^ sister and coheir to William de 
Lancaster^ baron of Kendal in the county of Lancaster, whereby the castle of Kendal 
was acquired, which the said Margaret gave to William her son, who died the 3 Eklw. II., 
leaving Thomas his son and heir, who had issue John, who dying the 32 Edw. III. s.p.m., 
left EHusabeth his daughter and heir, then an infant, who afterwards became the wife of 
Sir William Parr, knight, from whom descended the Parrs of Kendal. 

But it is to be observed that records differ, for by one inquisition,* it was found * Each. 35 
that he had issue the son William, before mentioned; and by another, t that he had f E8ch72* 
two daughters, heirs to their mother, vi^., Margaret the wife of John Salvain ; and Isabel ®*^''-^^- "• '*^' 
the wife of John de Knock; which Isabel lived not long, as it seems that the 6 Edw. II., 
Margaret called herself daughter and heir of Robert de Ros of Werke, and petitioning 
the king for pardon of her father's forfeiture, had letters patent granted to her in terms 
of her request. 

hobert de Bo8» ob. 11 Hen. IIL i 

I 



1 . William of Helmesley, ob. 42 Hem. III. 2. Robert de Ros bad Werke by gift of his father. 

Root., ob. 13 Edw. I. Robt., of Werke, sum. to pari. 22 Edw. I. Wm., of Igmanthorpe, sun. topari. 22 Edw. I. 

William de Ros, of Helmesley, nam, to pari. 22 Edw. I. 



RTTHRE.— (28 Edw. I.) 

William de Rythre, lord of Rythre, in the county of York, in the 26 Edw. L had 
summons to Carlisle equis et armis, but though not a summons to parliament, yet in the 
writ he is designated a barony the earls and barons then summoned being respectively 
distinguished by their rank.:^ t I>^- l^ta 

After this he had summons to parliament from the 28 Edw. I. to the 1 Edw. II. writ in Vol. u. 
inclusive. Though summoned to the parliament at Lincoln the 29 Edw. I., he is men- 
tioned§ as one who did not subscribe the letter then written to the pope, but in the 35 
Edw. I. his name appears in the writ, as then present in parliament, those who were ex- 
cused attendance having the same specially noted. || To him succeeded il Ibid. 

John de Rythre,^ governor of Skipton Castle the 11 Edw. II., with whom Dugdale 
concludes his account of this family, observing that neither the said John nor any of his 
descendants ever after had summons to parliament. His representatives however appear 

ft Of tius name was a WilUam Bider, an apprentice on London Bridge, who was the first to knit worsted itoek* 
ings in England { a pair of which he presented to WiUiam, Earl of Fdnbrohe, anno 1564. 
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* Dagd. LMi to have obtained by marriage a coheirship in the barony of Aldebuighy^ and if a succession 
of writs of summons can be considered to have created a personal barony descendable un- 
connected with the tenure in capite of land, these representatives may be deemed to 
have as good pretension to a seat in the house of lords, as some others to whom such a 
right has been allowed. 

Although Dugdale has stated that William de Rythre was succeeded by John, he 
has not stated whether as son and heir. He might be so, and if not, a misnoma for 
Roberty might die s.p. This inference is drawn from Nalson's MS. pedigrees in the Min- 
ster Library at York, which appear to be a transcript from an Harleian MS. in the British 
Museum, No. [46S0, and recite that William Rythre (or Ryther) of Ryther, married 
EUinor, daughter of John Fitz William, of Sprotborough, and had issue Robert, father 
of Robert, father of a third Robert, who married Anne, daughter and heir of Sir William 
Tunstall, and had issue William, who married Isabel, (rather Sibilla), daughter of Sir 

t '^de Tol. ii. William Aldeburgh, as mentioned in the second volume of tiiis work.t It is to be regretted 
that in these pedigrees, dates are not given, which is a defect too firequent in most MSS. 
of ancient families, thereby occasioning many anomalies and great confusion. The chief 
excuse to be offered for the multifarious contradictions of heralds, as leaving the door 
open for ffhess and construction. 



SANDYS OF THE VINE.— (21 Hbn. VIII.) 

Thb first of this family raised to the rank of a baron of the realm, (though it long before 
was of considerable note in Hampshire), was 

Sir William Sandys, who, for his eminent services temp. Hen. VII. and Hen. VIII., 
was made a Knight of the Garter, and according to Dugdale, was advanced to the peer- 
age by the tide of ^^Lord Sandys/' 27 April, 1523 ; but there is not upon record any 
patent showing this creation, which as the date implies, was six years before he had 
summons to parliament, his first writ being November 3, the 21 Hen. VIIL, anno 1529, 
directed '^ WUlielmo Sandys (de Vine) Chivalier;'' after when, in the 28, 31, and 33, he 
was again summoned, and died the year following, 1542, leaving by Margery his wife, 
only daughter of John Bray, (brother and heir to Reginald Bray), Thomas his son and 
heir, and four daughters whose names are not mentioned by Dugdale,* which 

•> Of fhoe danghten Mary married, first, Sir William Pelham, and aeoondly, John Fdner, of Angmering ; 
Anne, or Alice, married Walter lord Hnngejford, of Haytesbnrj (hia aeoond wife); JEUisabeth, Sir Hnmpbrey 
Forater ; and Margaret, or Margery, Sir Thomas Essex. He is also said to hsfe had two sons, Til: Reginald nd 
John, both priests, who died s.p.— flTar/. MS,, No. 1160, (W- 
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Thomas aeoond lord Stfndjn,'^ had sammons to parMnaeat from OeSfi Hen. VIIX. * vuABtnk^i 
to the 6 Philip and Mary ; to whom succeeded* B«r. ^L it 

William^ third lord Sandys, his grandson, (being son and hdr of Henry hit eldest 
son, who died in his lifetime) ; which William had sommons to parUament from the 14 
qneen Elizabeth to the 19 James I., and died shortly after. He was twice married, first 
^to Christian, daughter of Bryan Annesley, esq.,t by whom he had one son William, his f 2nd. wife, 
heir; secondly to Catherine, daughter of Edmund Bridges lord Chandos,^ by which neV. '^ 
lady he had an only daughter Elizabeth, who married Edwin, son of Sir Miles Sandys, ^p^^ ^^' 
of Latimers, in the county of Buckingham. JTamet I., per 

William, son and heir, fourth lord, was never summoned, and dying s.p.9§ was sue- ^ £^. 
ceeded by his half nephew, Henry, son and heir of Edwin Sandys, by Elizabeth his half L^j'^vs^^^' 
nster, before mentioned, which 1160, (39) 

Henry, fifth lord Sandys, though heir to the barony, was never summoned, by rea- 
son of the interruption of the civil war, during which he was mortally wounded in the 
batde of Bramdene, near Alresford, and died the 6 April, 1644, leaving 

William his son and heir, who after the restoration was summoned to parliament 
the IS Charles IL, and died in 1668, 8.p.; whereby his next brother 

Henry succeeded to the barony, and had summons the 31 and 32 Charles IL, but 
died in 1680, s.p.; when 

Edwin his brother became the next heir. He however does not appear to have 
been ever summoned, and is said to have also died issueless, circ. anno 1700, leaving his 
six sisters, or their representatives, his coheirs, m whom the barony now remains in 
abeyance; of these 

Hesther married Humphrey, son of Sir William Noy, attorney-general to king 
Charles I., represented now (as said) by Davies Giddy, esq., M.A., F.R.S.; Alathea mar- 
ried Francis Ooston, esq. ; Mary, Dr. Henry Savage, principal of Baliol College, Oxford; 
Jane married John Harris, esq., of Woodstock ; Margaret married Sir John Mill, repre- 
sented by Madam Sophia Delia Cainea, sole surviving daughter and heir of Sir Richard 
Mill, bart., great-grandson of Sir John Mill by Margaret Sandys his wife ; and Margery 
the sixth daughter married Sir Edmund Fortescue, of the county of Devon, bart 

SAY.— (45 Hen. III. and 22 Edw. I.) 

William db Sat, (whose ancestor Picot de Say, lived in the time of the conqueror) 
was one of the barons summoned to the parliament called to meet in London the 45 

• Ldand, (vol. It. ]% 10,) nys tbu Lord Sandys had four sons and rix danghten y«t liTing by her. Bat Dng^ 
dde does not nottce the tame. In niynne's Chronicle, it it mentioned tiiat a yoaqger aon of the Lord Sandys was 
ettented at 8t Thomaa Watarlsga, for a robbeiy ooBamltted hyUm and others to the valna of i^SOOO, Jane IS, 1556. 

voLi I z a 
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* CUoi. III.3, Hen. III.^ He was on the king's part at the battle of Lewes, and died the 56 Hen. IIL, 
Writ in ToL u. leaving a son 

William^ who, the 22 Edw. I., had summons to parliament, but died in the follow- 
ing year, and was succeeded by 

Geffery de Say his son and heir, then aged fourteen, who, the 34 Edw. I., attaining 
his majority, had livery of his lands on doing his homage. Afterwards he had summons 
to parliament from the 7 to the 14 Edw. II., the year ensuing of which he died, leaving 
Greffery de Say his son and heir, aged seventeen, who, the 19 Edw. II., performing 
his homage had livery of his lands. The 10 Edw. III. he was constituted admiral of the 
king's Fleet from the Thames westward, and was employed in the wars of France and 
Scotland, but died the 33 Edw. III., having been summoned to parliament in the years 
16, 22, 23, 26, and 27 of that reign. By Maud his wife, daughter of Guy de Beauchamp, 
earl of Warwick, he had issue three daughters, viz : Idonea, who married John de Clin- 
ton, of Maxtock, in the county of Warwick, knight; Elizabeth, who married John de 
Aldone; and Joane, who married, first, William Fienes, and secondly, Stephen de Va- 
loines ; and a son William who was his successor,* which 

William de Say does not appear to have been a person who made any great figure 

in his time, but had summons to parliament from the 36 to the 47 Edw. III. He mar- 

t Jonei'iBre. ^^^ Beatrice, daughter of Thomas de Braose,t and had issue a daughter Elizabeth, and 

eoDiTol.i.app. a SOU 

John de Say, who never had summons to parliament, and died under age, s.p., 
leaving his sister Elizabeth his heir, who married, first. Sir John de Fallesle, knight, and 
secondly. Sir William Heron, knight, both which husbands were successively summoned 
to parliament, and most probably in her right; but their writs being personal, without 
any reference to the title of Say, they cannot be here recited as barons de Say : they 
however both died s.p., so that there not being any issue from the said Elizabeth, her 
three aunts, or their representatives, became coheirs, and the barony fell into abeyance. 
Of these ladies, Elizabeth, the wife of John de Aldone, had two daughters, whereof Mary 
married Otho de Worthington, s.p., and Maud her sister abo married but died s.p., the 
abeyance therefore became between the issue of Idonea de Clinton and Joane de Fienes. 



CLINTON BARON SAY.— (1 Jambs I.) 

Edwaed de Clinton, sixth in descent from the said Idonea de Say, was created earl 
of linooln the 4th of May, 1571, and died in 1584, leaving 

• There is said to have been two other tons, vii., Thomas, and John, who probably died young, or.Yita patria^ 
i.p. ', for had they lived to have had issue, such issue would have had precedence of right to the said thraa dangklart.. 
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Henry his son and heir^ second earl of Lincoln^ whose eldest son and heir apparent, 

Thomas de Clinton, was called to parliament vitA patris, by writ* the 1 James I., ^ ^^J^ ^*" 
directed ^'Thonue Ciynton (de Say) primoffenito comUis Lincoln. Teste, ^c, 18 February , 
anno I James IP He is thus described in the Journals of the House of Lords, viz : 
^^ Thomas lord Clinton introduced, being summoned by tarit, the manner whereof is particu- 
larly expressed 2 June, 1610/' 

The heir general of this Thomas lord Say is the present lord Clinton,t who with ^ VidcClinton. 
that title also combines that of the barony of Say. 

Sir Harris Nicolas in his Peerage Synopsis,]: has observed that on the creation of * Vol.ii.p.575 
Sir James Fienes to be lord Say and Sele, in 1447, John, then lord Clinton, relinquished 
all claim to the barony and arms of Say ; but according to the decisions relative to the 
surrender of dignities, it seems that the act of the said lord Clinton could not affect the 
interests of his representatives to that dignity, which in fact appears to be shown by the 
beforesaid writ of summons of lord Thomas Clinton. 

SAY AND SELE.— (27 Hbn. VI.) 

Sib William Fibnes, by Joane his wife, sister and coheir to William baron Say, and 
aimt and coheir of Elizabeth baroness de Say, had issue William Fienes, who had two 
sons, whereof Sir Roger, the eldest, was father of Sir Richard Fienes, who was sum- 
moned to parliament, jure uxoris, as baron Dacre,§ and § Vuk Dacn. 

Sir James Fienes, the youngest, was summoned to parliament the 27 Hen. VL, by 
writ directed ^^Jacobo de F^nes mUiti, Domino Say, and de Sele Chiff,^ the same summons 
he also had in the following year; but Dugdale|| says he was created baron Say and Sele u Banm.,T.u. 
5 March, 1447^ with remainder to the heirs male of his body, yet nothing of this creation ^' 
is to be found either in the Clause or Patent Rolls, which leaves it to be considered that 
his elevation to the peerage was by personal writ of summons. He however became 
very unpopular, and in the insurrection of the Kentish men under Jack Cade was seized 
by them, and had his head chopped off at the Standard in Comhill,^ in 1451. His son Y Tide Banki' 

William Fienes, second baron Say and Sele, was summoned to parliament from the BwodI, toL ii. 
29 Hen. VL to the 9 of Edw. IV., sometimes as WiUiehno Fenys militi Domino Say, or 
as WHUelmo Fenys de Say. He was slain at the battle of Bamet, in 147l> on the part 
of king Edward ; he married Margaret, daughter and heir of William Wickham, son and 
heir of Sir Thomas Wickham, son of William Perot by Alice his wife, daughter of Wil- 
liam Champnies by Agnes his wife, sister to William of Wickham, the famous bishop of 
Winchester, founder of Winchester College and of New College, Oxford, by which mar- 
riage he acquired the castle of Broughton, in the county of Oxford, and his descendants 
a right of founder's kin to those celebrated colleges. 
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Henrys bis ton ^fied in 1476, but wan never summoned to parliament, nor was 
Richard bis son, wbo died under age, though they were called lord Say. 

Edward, his son and heir, never used the title, and died in 1529, nor was Richard, 
his son, ever summoned to parliament^ but his son, another 

Richard, b said to have obtained a confirmation of the title of baron Say and Sele 
to him and the heirs of his body, by patent the 9th of August, 1603, and had sum- 



* Dugd. Lilts, mons to parliament the 1 of James I> as ^^Eichardo Fifnea de Say and Sele Ckw./' after 

of OQllini. ,mt 

Sir William Fienes, his son and heir, i¥as by other letters patent 22 James I. advanced 
to the title of viscount Say and Sele, and by that title introduced into the House of 

t Jonni Dom. Lords 22 June, 1625 ;t he was, according to lord Clarendon, of a close and reserved 

^"^^ nature, of a mean and narrow fortune, but of great parts and of the highest ambition^ — 

he was poor, proud, and discontented. He was made by Oliver Cromwell, one of hb 

t Vide BMiks' lords,t and lived to see the restoration, and rather strange to say, to be made lord Privy 

D«™. ft Ext. g^ . jjg jj^ j4 ^pyjj^ 2gg2, and was succeeded by 

James, his son and heir, second viscount Say and Sele, who married Frances, one 
of the daughters and coheirs of Edward Cecil viscount Wimbledon, and had issue John 
and William, who died in their infancy; also another William, who died in France, s.p. ; 
and two daughters hereafter mentioned. Dying thus, in 1673, without issue male surviv- 
ing, the viscounty of Say and Sele devolved upon his nephew William Fienes, only 
surviving son of his brother Nathaniel Fienes, and the barony of Say and Sele fell into 
abeyance between his two daughters, whereof Frances, the youngest^ married Andrew 
Ellis, of the county of Flint, esq., and died leaving an only daughter, Cecil, who married 
( Moi^ inicr. first, Sir Richard Langley, and secondly, William Fienes, but died s.p., in IjU^^ where^ 
Km. upon the abeyance of the barony of Say and Sele was determined. 

Elizabeth Fienes, eldest daughter and coheir, and thus eventually sole heiress of 

James viscount Say and Sele, married John Twisleton, of Horseman's Place, in the parish 

of Dartford, in the county of Kent, esq., by whom she had issue two sons and a daugh* 

I nrid. ter, who died in their infancy, || and one daughter Cecil, who survived her; she died the 

t^biS^n. 8th of March, 1673, and was interred in Bunhill Kelds burying ground, London.^ 

hiu Fields. Cecil Twisleton, only surviving issue and heir of the said Elizabeth, married, first, 

Oeoiige Twisleton, of Woodhall, in the parish of Wormersley, in the county of York, 

esq., and secondly, Robert Mignon, esq. By her first husband she had issue a son 

Fienes Twisleton, who was a colcmel in the army, and died 4 September^ 1730^ 
leaving 

John Twisleton, his son and heir, who, in 1733 presented a petition to his majesty 
George II. claiming the barony of Say and Sele as Jtieir general of the body of Sir Rich- 
ard Fienes (or Fenys) ; which petition, on the attomey^generaFs report, was referred to 
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the house of lords, who sat in committee thereon several times, but the farther hearing 
being on the 1st of April, 1734, adjourned for a fortnight, the parliament was prorogued 
on the 16th, and was immediately dissolved. After which it does not appear that Mr. 
Twisleton ever took any further proceedings, though he lived long after, and did not die 
till the year 1763. ' 

He married, as it is said on the faith of a Fleet Begietery 30 Dec., 1733, a female 
named Anne Gardner, (of humble rank,) by whom, with other issue, he had 

Thomas Twistleton his eldest surviving son, who renewed the claim of his father, 
and after having gone through the Lords' Committees of Privileges, had the barony re- 
ported in his favour, and he wail accordingly summoned to parliament as baron Say and 
Sele, 29 June, 1781. 

In this case a great deal of evidence was given that Mr. Twisleton and Anne Gard- 
ner had the reputotion of being married, and as such were visited by the earl of Ouilford, 
and others of the first families in Oxfordshire, which seemed necessary to be brought 
forward to controvert a belief enterteined by many to the contrary. That such a marriage 
might take place, may be admitted ; but this gives not any proof that the children were 
not bom before the marriage. 

The printed case rather singularly states, that ^* Parol evidence wiU be given qf the 
birth of Colonel Thomas Twisleton in 1735.'' This date is subsequent to the marriage 
undoubtedly; yet if he had not been bom prior, it seems not a little extraordinary that 
a parochial register of baptism could not be produced instead of parol testimony. If 
Mr. Twisleton was so careful and anxious about the copy of his Fleet marriage, as to 
preserve it, and desire it to be taken care of, as appears among his piq[)ers, it might be 
well imagined he would have been equaUy careful to have had the birth of his sons pro- 
perly entered in the register of baptisms of the parish wherein they were bora, to cor- 
roborate the proof of his actual and antecedent marriage. A Fleet certificate antedated was 
of easy acquirement. This case may form an analogy to that of Berkeley, the difierence 
only, that it was successful, which result seems to meet the remark contained in one of 
the reports of the Lords' Committees for Inquiry, touching the dignity of the peerage, 
viz.: '^ That it may be doubted whether the House hos not in some eases been induced to 
their decision by influence, or by party motives.^' Upon the whole it would seem that a 
more rotten case, seldom, if ever before, came under their consideration. 



SCALES.— (27 Edw. I.) 

* Paridns's 
Topog, of 

Robert db Scalbs, (said* to be descended from Harlewin de Scalariis, lord of Waddon Freebr. Hand, 
in the county of Cambridge, at the conquest), had summons to parliament from the 27 Norf. ^' 



390 BABONIA ANGLICA CONCBNfRATA. 

to the 33 Kdw. I.^ inclasive^ and died the same year. In the 29 Edw. I. he was one of 

the barons who in the parliament at Lincoln subscribed the letter to the pope, being 

then written ^Robertus de Scales Domimu de Neuaeles.^*^ 

Robert de Scales, his son and heir, had summons to attend the coronation of Edw. 
* Copj of II..* and was called to parliament from the 34 Edw. I. to the 15 Edw. IL, and died circ. 

the 18th of the same reign, leaving his son and heir Robert in minority ; for whose 

wardship Egelina his mother, daughter of Hugh, and sister to Hugh de Courtenay, earl 

of Devon, paid two hundred marks fine to the king. This 

Robert, third lord Scales, after having attained his majority, and had livery of his 

lands, distinguished himself in the wars of France and Scotland, and had summons to parlia-. 

ment from the 16 to the 43 Edw. III., inclusive, in which year he died, leaving by Ca- 

therine his wife, daughter of Robert, and sister and coheir to William de Ufford, earl of 
t Vide Ufford. Suffolk,t Roger his^son and heir, fourth lord Scales, aged twenty-two, and two daughters, 

viz : Margaret, who married Sir Robert Howard ; and Elizabeth, who wedded Sir Roger 

de Felbrigg, which 

Roger, fourth lord Scales, the 5 Richard II., was found by inquisition to be one of 

the coheirs to William, earl of Suffolk ; and having had summons to parliament from the 

49 Edw. III. to the 9 Richard II., inclusive, died the next year, leaving Joane his wife, 

daughter and heir of Sir John de Northwode, surviving, and 

Robert de Scales his son and heir, fifth baron, who the 1 Hen. IV., was one of the 

lords in parliament who voted for the safe custody of the deposed king Richard IL He 

had summons from the 20 Richard II. to the 3 Hen. IV., and died soon after, viz : 

the 4 Hen. IV., leaving two sons, Robert and Thomas, whereof the eldest, 

Robert de Scales, the sixth lord, was never summoned, but died unmarried the 7 

Hen. v., whereby his brother Thomas became his successor, which 

Thomas, seventh lord Scales, had summons from the 23 to the 38 Hen. VI., but 
X Stow's An. lost his life in support of the Lancastrian cause, 25 July, 1460.^ By Emma his wife, 
Chronf ' daughter of Sir Simon Walesburgh,§ he had a son Thomas who died before him, and an 
$ Monnt and only daughter and heiress Elizabeth, who married, first, Henry Bourchier, second son of 

Henry, earl of Essex, s.p., and secondly, Amthony Widville, son and heir apparent of 

Richard Widville earl Rivers.** 

a ThiB manor was acquired by the marriage of his grandfather Robert de Scales with Alice, daughter of Sir 
Ralph de Roaaa, sister and heir to her brothers William and Peter de Rossa, or Roucester. Dugdale only mentions her 
christian name. 

t> Thus terminated the male line of the ancient and noble fiunilj of Scales. Tbtax castle at Middleton, near 
Ljnn, in Norfolk, was a magnificent building ; and though now in ruins, yet they bespeak the dignity and power of 
the founder, and the difference between ancient and modern nobUity.^-fTtde BwMi Dorm, and Bm. Bmronage* 
poL it., SeaUt.) 
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WIDVILLE LORD SCALES.— (2 Edw. IV.) 

Anthony Widville, son and heir apparent of Richard earl Rivers, had summons to 

parliament the 2 and 6 Edw. IV., yit& patris, as '^ Antonio Wydevile Domino Scales.'* 

He succeeded his father as second earl Rivers, but was beheaded in 1483, being one of 

the most accomplished noblemen of his day.* His sister Elizabeth was the wife of king * '\^de Wal- 

Edw. IV. Dying s.p.l.,* the barony of Scales devolved in abeyance between the issue ]^^^^ ^^ ' 

before mentioned of Margaret and Elizabeth, the two sisters, and eventually coheirs, of Banlw'sDonn. 

° ' ' -^ ' and Ext. Bar. 

Roger, fourth lord Scales. ToLiii. Riyen. 

Robert, third Lord Scales.=pCatherme, daa. of Robert, and sister of William de Ufford, Earl of Suffolk. 

Margaret, sister and coheir .=^Sir Robert Howard. Elizabeth, sister and coheir .^pSir Roger de Pelbrigge. 

I ' I — — ^ 

Sir JohnrpMargaret Sir Simon de=rMargaret, said to be a danghter 

Howard. J de Plaiz. Pelbrigge. j of the Duke of Silesia. 

John Howard,^=Joane, sister and heir AJana de Pelbrigge,*^Sir William TVfndal, of Dean, 

ob. tI. pat. I of John Walton. dau. and heir. I county of Northampton. 

I I 
Elizabeth, sole daughter and heir, married John de Vere, Earl of Oxford, lliomas ^ 

for whose coheirs Tide title Latimer. Tyndal. | 



I ' 



Sir l^Diam Tyndal, K.B., temp. Hen. VII. 
• In 1431 the wm wife of Sir Thomas Wanton, and i« so named in her fitther's will, dated September, 1432. 

SCROPE OF BOLTON.— (8 Edw. II.) 

Henry le Scrope^^ or Scroope, was appointed a justice of the common pleas, in the 
3 Edw. II., and in the 10 was made chief-justice of the king's bench, in the room of Wil- 
liam Inge.t In the 8 Edw. IL he had summons to parliament among the earls and barons ; t Chnm. 
but in that writ the king's justices, and others of the king's council were intermixed with 
the barons;! after when, to the 19 Edw. II., he was only summoned along with others t I>«gd. Lists 
the king's justices. He died circ. 10 Edw. III., and was buried at St. Agatha's, near ^ '*°^' 
Richmond, in the county of York, where divers of the family were interred.§ He was § Leland toL 
seised of East Boulton, Little Boulton, and other Lands in the county of York. ^^' ^' 

William le Scrope^ his son and heir, was never summoned, and died s.p., leaving 
Richard le Scrope, his brother and heir, who was summoned to parliament from the 
44 Edw. IIL to the 3 Hen. IV., and died the year after, leaving 

Roger le Scrope, his son and heir, who had summons only in the 5 of Hen'. IV., 

• By a beloTed mistress named GwentUan, daughter of Sir William Stradling, he had a danghter Margaret who 
married Sir Robert Poyntz of Acton Iron, county of Olouoester.— Blomfield^t Norfblk, vol. is., p. 26, Svo. edition. 

b Dvgdale's acoonnt of the early part of this fieunily is yery unconnected ; but in Leland (toI. viii., p. 13), thert 
appears more consistency of information. — (Vide Banki^i Dorm, and Ex. Bar^n., vol. ii.) 
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and died the next je«r, leaving by Maigaxet, his wife, one of the dan^ters and cohars 

* Vide me- of Robert de T%etot,* 

tot. 

Richard le Scrope, his son and heir, who never was sammoned, and died at an early 

t Eadk. 9 Hen. age, circ. 8 Hen. V.,t leaving 

*' ' Henry le Scrope, his son and heir aged three years, who after attaining his majority 

had summons to parliament from the 20 to the 33 Hen. VI. as ^^ Henrico le Scrcpe (i/t 

BoUonJ, CKVr,y^ being the first time of being so distinguished. He died the 37 Heo. 

VI., leaving by Elizabeth, his wife, daughter of John lord Scrope, of Masham, 

John le Scrope, his son and heir, whose name is contained in the writs of summons 
t Dug. Listi from the 38 of Hen. VL to the 12 Hen. VII., 1497,t though Dugdale asserts he died the 

1 2 July, 1494.* By Joane, his first wife, daughter of William lord Fitz Hugh, he had issue 
Henry le Scrope, his son and heir, who was never summoned to parliament. Ac- 

* ^"aJ^'^^ cording to Dugdale,§ he is said to have been twice married, first, to Elizabeth, daughter 

of Henry Percy, earl of Northumberland, by whom he had Henry, his son and heir; and 
secondly, Alice sole daughter and heir of Thomas lord Scrope, of Upsal,^ by whom he 
had a daughter Elizabeth, married to Sir Gilbert Talbot. He died cure. 22 Hen. VII., 
and was succeeded by 

Henry le Scrope, his son and heir, who had summons from the 6 to the 21 Hen. 

n Dog. Usti VIII., but it is to be observed, t;hat in the writs of the 6 and 7 Hen. VIII. || he is erro- 

neously named Richardy an error probably in transcribing the list from the rolls of those 

years, which in the subsequent writs was corrected. By Mabel, daughter of Thomas lord 

Dacres, he had issue 

John le Scrope, his son and heir, who had summons from the 25 Hen. VIII. to the 
6 Edw. VL, and died circ. the following year, 1554, leaving by Catherine, daughter of 
Henry, earl of Cumberland, 

Henry le Scrope his son and heir, who had summons from the 2 Philip and Mary to 

the 31 queen Elizabeth, and died circ. the 34 of the same reign. He was twice married, 

T Dog. Bar., first to Margaret, daughter of Henry Howard, earl of Surrey,^ by whom he had Thomas 

and Henry, s.p. ; and secondly, to Alianor, daughter of Edward lord North, and by her 

had a daughter Mary, who wedded William Bowes of Stretham, in the county of Dur- 

** Synopsis ham ; but Sir Harris Nicolas calls her the first wife,** as does an Harleian MS.tt 

Yol. i. p. 22y ^ 

ft No 1160 * Dagdale only notices this Joane, and Anne as ^ second wife, bat she was his third wife, and his widow, 8.p. 

His second was, as stated by Hunter in his Deanery of Doncaster (vol. i., p* 92), Eliiabetfa, danghtsr (rf Sir Olifer 
St. Jolin, relict of John brd Zoache. He died 12 July, 1494, and aa desired by his will, dattd in that yetur, was 
buried in the Black Friers chorch at Thetford. 

b Leland (vol. viii., p. 65), mentions Henry Scrope, Ihe fenrth, and his wile, daughter to Um lord Scrope of 
Upsal, and his second wife, daughter to the lord Dacre and Greystoke. Tliis Henry had no issue by his first wifs* 
bat he had the lord Scrope, that is now, by his second wife. Ihia atetemfittt vudcM ber Iha wifis of hit son, and not 
of him. 
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Thomas, his eldest son, the next baron, had summons to parliament from the 35 
Elizabeth to the 8 James I., inclusive, and died about two years after, 1612, leaving issue 

Emanuel Scrope his son and heir, who having had svAnmons from the 12 James I. 
to the 1 Charles I., (1625) was in 1627 created earl of Sunderland* He married Elizabeth, 
dau^ter of John Manners, earl of Rutland, but had no issue by her, and dying circ. 
1631, s.p.L, the eaiidom became ^ctinct; but the barony of Scrope of Bolton devolved, 
88 it is considered, upon the heir r^resentative of Mary €be wife of William Bowes, be- 
fore mentioned. 

The earl had three natural daughters, of which, Mary married, first, Henry, second 
son of Henry Carey, earl of Monmoudi ; and secondly, Charles, marquess of Winches- 
ter, who thereby acquired tine estate of Bolton, and was afterwards created duke of Bol- 
ton.* Annabella married John Grubbam Howe, esq., ancestor of the late earl Howe ; 
and Elizabeth married Thomas Savage, earl levers. These ladies were afterwards legi- 
timated, and had the rank of earPs daughters given to ihem : the power of prerogative 
suporseding the law of the church, and rendering bastardy more an honour thui a disgrace. 



Henry Lord Scrope, of Boltony^Mary, dau. of Edward Lord North, ^ed by Sir Harris Nicolas, 
ob. 1592. — - 



,-r-jniuy, omu, ui Auwara xiura i^uixu, duica uy oir xii 
j first wife, ob. IbbS.—fVide Harl. M8., no. 1160.J 



Mary Scrope, only daughter .^FSir WHIiam Bowes, of Stretham, connty of Dnrham. 
Mary Bowes, only daughter, by Mary Scrope.^3Sir William Bore, second son of William Lord Enre. 

set. 58. (Visit. 1666.) j co. Durham, ob. 1669, bur. at St. Oswald's. 
Mary Eare,^M3chael Johnson, of Twyiell Hall, ooonfy Dnrham, 



Thomas, slain at New- Henry, William Enre, of Ehret,s^=Mary, dan. of Peter Voraer, of Harbour HoMe, 

bury, 1643, unmarried. ob. iiif. 



Peter Eure, only son, ob. unmar. 18 Dec., 
1669 ; bur. at St. Oswald's, Durham. 



sister & heir. J ob. 12 April, 1714 ; buried at St. Oswald's. 



JohnBrock-^Mary, elde8t?7=Richard Jones, Elizabeth,^Willm. 1. John^^ane, 3rd.=2. William 



holes, of I d.boml689, 
Claughton, I ob.JuBel730 



county of 
Lancaster, 
ob. 1719. 



buried at St. 
Mary's Lan- 
caster. 



Catherin^FCharles 



Brock- 
holes, ob. 
Norem. 
17S4. 



Charles, 

13th 

Duke 

of 

Norfolk, 

died in 

1815, 

s.p. 



Howard, 
12th Duke 
of Norfolk, 
ob. 1786. 



of Caton, 00. 2nd. dau. 

of Lancaater, bom 1691 

ob. 1732, bur. ob. 1763, 

at St. Mary's buried at 

^ Lancaster. Preston. 

Michael Jones,^liCary, dau. of 
ofCaton,ob.24 I Matthew Smith, 



Bryer, 
ofLtfi- 
caster, 
ob. 27 
Feb. 1747 



Owen, 

ofChes- 

ter-le- 

Stveet, 

Durh. 



dau. ob. Brookholes, 

. . March, of Clangh- 

1774, bu- ton,broti^er 

ried at to John, 
Prarton. s. p. 



July, 1801, bur. 
at St. Muy's, 
Lancaster. 



Esq., widow of 
Edw. Cosney, 
Esq., ob. 1814. 



Maiy, died unmarried, 
Anne married Richard 
Butler, Esq. of PLeasing- 
ton-hall, county of Lan- 
caster, ob. 176i3, s.p. 



John Owen, died a lu- 
natic, unmar., August 
1794, bur. at Billing, 
ton, near Blackbume, 
county of Lancaster. 



1. Charles 
Jones,Capt« 
hi the lat 
Dragoon 
Guards, 
died at 
Lancaster, 
Feb. 1840. 



2. Mi- 
chael, a 
Barris- 
ter, Ut- 
ing in 
1825, a 



er. 



s.p. 



S.Ed- 
ward, 

Captai^ 

in the 

29th 

Foot, 

unmar. 
1825. 



4. James, a wi- 
dower. Major in 
the Army, mar. 
Louisa Dacre, 
daughter of 
Peter Moore, 
Esq.,M.P.,liT. 
ing in 1825, s.p. 



1. MaryJone8,eld. 2. Con- 

dau. mar. at St. stantia, 

Omer'aApril,1818 seoond 

Le Compte Pierre daugh- 

d^ Sandelin, Sig- ter, liv- 

near D'Halines, in ing nn« 

France, liring 8.p. married 

in the year 1825. in 1825, 



3. Katha- 
rine, third 
daughter, 
ob. un- 
mar.*l799, 
bv.atSt. 
Mary's 
Lancaster. 



« It is not a little carious tiiat as the estate of Bolton, witii the assumption of title, came into the Pallet 
family by a bastardf so they similarly went out of it by another t to the family of Orde. 

VOL. I. Aaa 
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SCROPE OF MASHAM.— (16 Edw. IIL) 
* Vol. ▼iii., Geffery le Sorope^ the founder of this family^ was, according to Leland,* brother to 

p. 54. 

Henry lord Scrope of Bolton ; but Dugdale does not so mention, only stating he was 
of the same family. That he was contemporary appears from both of them being in- 
serted in the same writs by which they were frequently summoned ex officio among the 
king's justices. The 17 Edw. II. he was chief-justice of the King's Bench, though after- 

t Chrcm. Jur. wards removed ; but was again appointed the 3 Edw. III.,t in which year he had sum- 

t Dugd. Lists mons among the earls and barons to a great council to be holden at Windsor ;t but 
thereafter was only summoned along with the king's justices. In the 2 Edw* III. he 
had a charter for free warren in all his demesne lands at Masham, and elsewhere in the 

f Cart.,11. 17. county of York;§ and according to Dugdale was advanced to the dignity of a bannereii 
with two hundred marks per annum for the support of that honour.^ He died the 13 
Edw. III., leaving by Rametta or Ivetta his wife, daughter of William de Ross of Igman* 
thorpe, 

Henry le Scrope his. son and heir, and a younger son John, who married Elizabeth, 

i] Vide Athoi. daughter and coheir of David de Strabolgi, earl of Athol.|| This Henry had summons 
to parliament from the 16 Edw. III. to the 15 Richard II., in which year he deceased, 
leaving Stephen his son and heir, aged forty ; which 

Stephen le Scrope had summons to parliament the 16 Richard II., as ^^ Stephen le 
Scrope^ de Mashara^^ and from thence by the same designation to the 7 Hen. IV. in- 

T Dogd. Lists ' clusive,1[ in which year he] died, leaving by Margery his wife, daughter of John lord 
Welles, and widow of John de Huntingfield, several sons ; whereof 

Henry, the eldest, was his successor, and had summons from the 8 Hen. IV. to the 
2 Hen. V., as lord Scrope de Masham ; but being implicated in the conspiracy of the 
earl of Cambridge and others, to take away the life of that king, and being found guilty, 

SmoUet, &c. be was beheaded,** and his barony forfeited :^ dying s.p., his brother 

> In the Camois case lately before the House of Lords, this dignity of a Banneret was much canvassed as to 
its import ; whether an hereditary honour or merely personal ; and whether implying a baronial creation, as con- 
tended ex parte the claimants. 

b In Prynne's abridgement of the Tower Records (p. 569) it is said by the duke of Exeter that the king (Hen. 
y.) did much repent taking away the lands of the lord Scrope, on the attainder of the last lord, as they were entailed 
to his brothers Geffery, Stephen, and John le Scrope ; and that the lord Fitz-Hugh and William Porter, to whom 
they were given, were contented to restore them on proof of the entail. His first wife was Philippa, daughter of Sir 
Guy de Bryan, knight, who died s.p., and was buried in Scrope chapel, York Minster. His second was Joan, sister 
and coheir to Edmund Holland, earl of Kent, relict of Edward, duke of York, and of William lord Willoughby 
also, s.p. 
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Stephen le Scrope became his next heir. He was arch-deacon of Richmond^ and 
dying about the 2 Hen. VL, his brother and heir John, had livery of his lands ;* which * Tide 

John le Scrope wrote himself of Masham and UpsaU, where he had two eminent vol. ▼., p. 43. 
seats, and had summons to parliament from the 4 to the 33 Hen. VI. inclusive, as 
^^Johanm le Scrape, de Masham/' and died the year following, leaving Thomas his sur- 
viving son, his successor ; Henry, the eldest, having died young,t and John, the second t loBcnp. 
son, having predeceased him, s.p.; which YorlcMmita>. 

Thomas le Scrope had summons from the 38 Hen. VI. to the 12 Edw. IV. by the 
same designation as his fiither, and died about the fifteenth of the same reign, having had 
issue by Elizabeth his wife, daughter of Ralph lord Greystoke, four sons, Thomas, Henry, 
Ralph, and Geffery, and three daughters, hereafter mentioned. 

Thomas le Scrope, the eldest son, had summons from the 22 Edw. IV. to the 7 
Hen. VII., as lord Scrope de Masham, and died shortly after, about the 9 Hen. VII. — 
He married Elizabeth, one of the daughters and coheirs of John Neville, marquess of 
Montague,^ and had issue an only daughter Alice, who married Henry lord Scrope, of I vide 
Bolton, whereby the barony of Scrope of Masham, descended upon her,' but she dying ^'^^^'S^* 
B.p.s.,§ it reverted again upon her unde and heir, $ Note per 

Henry le Scrope, who had summons to parliament the 3 Hen. VIII., as ^^ Henrico ^^^ g, ' 

Scrope de Scrope et UpeaU, CKPr*' He died soon after, s.p., and was succeeded by his 
brother and heir, 

Ralph le Scrope, who is said by Dugdale|| to have been summoned to parliament h Bw., t. i., 
the 6 Hen. VIII., but his name does not appear in the writ for that year, though it is ^' 
inserted in the index to his writs of summons. In the writ of the 7 Hen. VIIL, there 
is named Richard le Scrope, CKPr^' which not improbably may be an error, and meant 
for Ralph; there not being at that time any Richard Scrope of Bolton, existing. This 
Ralph also died s.p. ; his will is dated 10 August 1515 ; proved the 18th of March fol- 
lowing, wherein he mentions Johanna his wife, and Geffery Scroope, Clerk, his brother 
and heir, which 

Greffery le Scrope was his successor, but never had summons to parliament, and 
dying s.p., 9 Hen. VIII., his three sisters, or their representatives became his coheirs, 
and the barony fell into abeyance between them. Of these sisters,^ 

« In a note by the Ute Mr. Franois Townahend, Windsor Herald, ahe u said to have had two daughters, Mary 
and Elizabeth ; the first died before her mother, who died in the birth of her second, which died shortly alter. 

lUs Alice was probably not his daughter by Elizabeth NeriUe, bat by a former wife Alice, daughter of Sir Wal- 
ter Wrottedey, knight, and was so named after her mother. This wife is not noticed by Dngdale. — {V%d» Collitu't 
Banmetage m Wrottniey Fatmiy,) 

b Inland (toL It., p. 3), says of these, that one married Strangeways, of Harlescy; another Danby; the 
third, Strelly, of Nottln^^iam, of whom came two daughters, whereof one married Bingham, the other Wyrell, who 
by her had the house or estate at Clifton. 
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♦ Thoresby'B 
Leedi, p. 202. 



t Monum. 
Inacrip. apud 
Masham. 



Alice married Thomas Strangeways, esq. Mary married Sir Christopher Danby^ 
knight, of Faniley, in the connty of Tork^ who had issue a son Sir Christopher^ who 
married Elizabeth, daghter of Richard Nerill lord Latimer^ and had Sir Thomas Danby, 
and five otiher sons, and eight daughters, who all married :^ which Sir Thomas was great- 
grandfather to Thomas Danby, first mayor of Leeds, who by Margaret his wife, dao^hter 
and coheir of Colonel William Enre, second son of William lord Eure^ and coheir to her 
cousin Ralph lord Eure, had issue two sons, Thomas, who died young, and Christopher^ 
slain at Watless Moor; as also a daughter Mary, baptized May 2, 1661. Christopher 
Danby, brother to Thomas the mayor of Leeds, and also great-grandson of Sir Thomas 
and Elizabeth Nevill, was father of Sir Abstrupus Danby, whose son Abstrupus was hy- 
ing in 1712, whose heir general in 1829, was presumed to be the countess of Harcourt, 
then wife of William the last earl Harcourt 

Elizabeth Scrope, the third sister and coheiress married Sir Ralph Fitz Randolph, 
of Spenithome, in the county of York, knight, who had a son John, s.p.^ and five daugh- 
ters, whereof Elizabeth married Hugh Strelly, of the county of Nottingham. AHce mar- 
married Charles Dransfield, esq., and had a son Ralph, who died s.p., and four daughters, 

of which Isabel married John Swale, of Swinton ; Elizabeth, Warcop, of SandaU ; 

Anne, Francis Percy of Scotton ;* and Dorothy wedded John Forster, of Leybum. — 
Mary Fitz Randolph married Ralph Batty, s.p. ; Dorothy married Lancelot Ashe, and 
had issue ; and Agnes the fifth daughter was the wife of Marmaduke Wy veil, of Little 
Burton, esq., and had issue Christopher, who married Margaret, daughter of John, a 
younger son of Henry lord Scrope, of Bolton, by Elizabeth, daughter of Henry, earl of 
Northumberland, which Christopher was father of Sir Marmaduke Wyvell, the first bar- 
onet, whose wife Mi^dalen was a daughter of Sir Christopher Danby, of Thorpe Ptack, 
in the county of York, knight, by which lady he had six sons, and two daugfaters.t 

Thus the coheirs to this barony are of very extended ramification. 



SEGRAVE.— (23 Edw. I. and 49 Hen. III.) 

OiijBBrt de Sbgravb was lord of Segrave, the 12 Hen. IL, whose great-grandson 

Nicholas de Segrave, taking part wilii Simon de Montfort, and the confederate 
barons, was by the citizens of London, constituted their general, and commanded their 
troops at the battle of Lewes, where the royal army was defeated, and the king himself^ 
and prince Edward his son, taken prisoners ; after which, the barons calling a parliament 
in the king's name, he was one of those eminent men summoned thereto, the 49 Hen. 
of sSm ^^^ ^^'••J- ^^* ** *^® battle of Evesham, so fatal to the barons, he was wounded, and taken 

■^ This hatatf of Perqr ^^m seated at Scotton from a yeiy early period, and ia anppoaed to be descended from 
that ancient home before the marriage of the heir female with Josceline of LoTsine. He had issue. 
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prisoner : however, he was afterwards admitted to take the benefit of the Dictum de Ken- 

ilworth ; and became so much in fevoi^ as to obtain a free pardon, and to be summoned 

to parliament the 23 Edw. I.f^ in which year he died, leaving by Matilda de Lucy, his * i^^g. Lists 

wife, (whose name is not mentioned by Dugdale,) five sons, vis ; John, Nicholas, Geffery, 

Peter, and Gilbert : whereof, the eldest, 

John de Segrave was the next baron ; and had summons to parliament from the 24 
Edw. I. to the 18 Edw. IL, and was summoned to the coronation of thatking.f^ He died t Coron. Rot. 
circ. 18 Edw. II., having had issue by Christian de Ptesaets, his wife, a son Stephen, and ^* ' 
four daughters, Eleanora Kiriel, Margareta, Alicia, and Christiana de Moune.t The said % Ex.MS.pea. 
Stephen died before his father, having married Alicia de Arundel, and had issue a son HowarTde* 
Edmund who died young, and Naworth. 

John de Segrave successor to his grandfather Nicholas. He had summons from the 
10 to the 25 Edw. HI., and died circ. the 27 of the same reign, leaving by Margaret his 
wife, daughter and coheir of Thomas de Brotherton, earl of Norfolk, (eldest son of king 
Edward I., by his second wife, Margaret,) an only daughter and heir Elizabeth,^ who 
married John, baron de Mowbray, and had issue John, earl of Nottingham ; and Thomas, 
his brother, afterwards created duke of Norfolk ;§ in whose coheirs general (as noticed § Vide Mow- 
under the article of Mowbray) the barony remains in abeyance, viz : the earl of Berkeley, "^' 
and the lords Stourton and Petre. 



NICHOLAS SEGRAVE.— (23 Edw. I.) 

This Nicholas was the second son of the before named Nicholas, and was of Barton 
Segrave, in the county of Northampton, which he had by the gift of Nicholas his father, 
in whose lifetime he was also smnmoned to parliament the 23 Edw. I., by the distinction 
of Nicholas de Segrave, Juniary as his father was by that of Nicholas de Segravcy Senior. 
He was afterwards summoned from the said year to the 14 Edw. II., and to the corona- 
tion of that king, as was his brother John.|| In the 29 Edw. I. he was one of the barons g Coron. Rot. 
who in the parliament at Lincoln subscribed the letter to the pope, being then written 

A From the RoUs of FkrUameiit it appean that in the 18 Edw. I., in a p^rfi^mwnt than hMaa, the awnmona 
whereto ia not upon record, he waa one of thoae appointed to treat of the affairs of Scotland ; but this record haa 
been reftiaed aa evidence of a sitting by the house of Lords, on the g;ronnd that it waa not written on the Claoae Roll 
bnt tacked thereto, and in a different handwriting from the Roll. — (Vide Botetourt claims coram Thm, Proe.J 

h He waa one of the barona who in the parliament at Lincoln, (29 Edw. I.) subscribed the letter to the pope, 
being derignsted " Johaamn DoMtntw de Segrave." 

e He had a son John, who married Blanah, a daughter of John, Lord Mowbray, whose son John married the 
said Elizabeth SegraTC, who by tiie desttb of her brother John s.p., became tiie sole heiress of her fkther. — (Ete, M8» 
pen, Dom, WUl. de Howard de Naworth.) 
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** Nicholaus de Segraoe Domhnu de Stawe** He died circ. 15 Eklw. II., without male 

issue, leaving Maud his daughter and heir married to Edmund de Bohun, in whose rep* 

resentatives (if any) the barony may be considered now vested* 

* Rot. Pat. 5 Of this name was Hugh de Segrave, to whom king Richard II.* granted in fee the 

2, m. 11. manor of Overhall, with its appurtenances in Listo^ in the county of Essex, to hold by 

the service of making wafers, and serving the king therewith on the day of his corona- 

t Ibid 4 Wc. tiQn. The said Hugh was treasurer of the exchequer ;t and in the 1 Ric. II. is men- 

m. 19. ' tioned to have been a trier of petUiofUy with divers earls and others,^ though his name 

"t R/i^ I'm*! 

T. iii., p. 4. ^^^^ ^^^ appear in any writ of summons to have been called to parliament; his presence 
must be presumed to have been ea officio. 



SOMERL— (1 Edw. II.) 

John de Someri, in the time of Henry II., having married Hawyse, sister and heir of 
Oervase Paganel, lord of Dudley, in the county of Stafford, thereby acquired that barony; 
and was succeeded therein by Ralph de Somerie, his son and heir: from whom des- 
cended 

John de Someri, who had summons to parliament from the 1 to the 15 Edw. II., 
as Johanm de Somery, but without any allusion to the title of Baron de Dudley, though 
it may be presumed that it was the possession of the lands of Dudley, which caused him 
to be summoned; yet as the writ was merely personal, the name of his barony appears 
rather to be more appropriately, Someri, than Dudley, He died circ. 15 Edw. II., 
leaving Margaret, wife of John de Sutton, and Joane, wife of Thomas de Botetourt, his 
sisters and coheirs, and Lucia his wife surviving. On partition of the inheritance the 
castle of Dudley was assigned, together with the town of Dudley, and other considerable 
lands, to Margaret the wife of Sutton, whose son and heir John de Sutton was afterwards 
§ Vide Sutton« summoned to parliament, as under the article of Sutton will be hereafter noticed.§ 

Edmondson in his Baronagium asserts that these coheirs were daughters and fwt \ 

sisters to John de Someri ; yet the Escheat Rolls prove they were sisters and not dough- \ 

ters; in which instance the barony under the writs of summons of Edw. II. became 
extinct, and did not continue as Edmondson would infer. 



SOMERVILLE.— (] Edw. III.) 

Sir Walter de Somervillb, the founder of this family, according to Dugdale, was 
a Norman ; and coming over with the conqueror, had by his gift the lordship of Whidi- 
novre, in the county of Stafford. From him, after a long lapse of time, descended 
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Robert de SomerviUe, who married Isabel^ one of fihe daughters and coheirs of 
Roger de Merley,^ a great feudal baron^ lord of Morpeth, in the county of Northumber- 
land, and had issue five sons, viz : Robert, Roger, John, who died in the same year with 
his father the 11 September, I2979'*' Adam, and Philip, and a daughter Isabel who died * Waliis's 
15 February, lS04.t Of these sons, who all died without issue male, ^oi. ii.,p. 291. 

Roger and Philip de Somerville were summoned among divers earls and barons to "^ ^^' 
attend, equis et armis, a great council to be holden at Newcastle-upon-Tyne, the 1 Edw. 
IIL ;X but their names are not included in any of the writs of summons to parliament t l>ug- Lists 
either to Lincoln or York of the same year, nor are they mentioned in any subsequent 
writs of summons. 

Roger de Somerville died the 10 Edw. III., leaving Philip his brother and heir; but 
Agnes the wife of Roger surviving, and being then pregnant, livery to Philip was tem- 
porally suspended.§ i Orig. 11 

Philip de Somerville died 29 Edw. III. s.p.m., when Rhese Ap Orffith, husband to Rot. 6, Ebor. 
Joan, and John Stafford, husband to Maud, daughters and coheirs of Philip de Somer- 
ville, had livery of his lands. Il** H Orig. 29 

£dw III 

From the said Rhese Ap Griffith descended Sir Rhese Ap Griffith, whose sister and Rot. 3, Nortii- 
heiress Frances married Sir Matthew Boynton, the first baronet, who thereby obtained '"»^*'^^* 
Burton-Agnes, in the county of York, the present seat of the Boynton family, which 
was first acquired by the marriage of Robert de Somerville with the coheiress of Merley, 
and by the Merleys, similarly by marriage with Alice, daughter and coheir of Robert de 
Stuteville, lord of Burton-Agnes, son of Osmund, second son of Robert de Stuteville, 
baron of Cottingham, 

Sir Matthew Boynton, by Frances Ap Griffith his wife, had issue Francis his son 
and heir, the second baronet, whose grandson. 

Sir Griffith Boynton dying s.p., his sister Constance would have been his heir; but 
she died in his lifetime, having married Richard Kershaw, D.D., Rector of Ripley, in 
in the county of York, whose issue, if any,® would now be the heir general of the families 
of Ap Griffith and of Somerville. He was succeeded in the baronetcy by his cousin Fran- 
cis, son of his uncle Henry Boynton, from whom is descended the present baronet. 

» Rot. Pat. 3 Edw, L, m. 25. — ^Maria uxor Will'i filii Thomie de GrdBtock primogenita, et Isabella uxor 
Robert! de Somervill, altera filiarnm et haered' Rogeri de Merlay. But WaUia (p. 291) dting a yerj andent auto- 
graph, nya her name was Jokanmaf wife of Robert de Somernlle. 

i> In Glover's Visitation of the county of Chester, A.D. 1580» he gives four daughters of Philip de Somerville^ 
viz., Joane wife of Rhese Ap Griffith ; »— -«— wife of Robert WUloughby ; Matilda wife of — Inteny ; and 
Elizabeth wife of John Stafford. 

She died in 1705, having had issue three sons, vis: Boynton, died an in&nt ; William s.p. ; J(^, died an in- 
fant ; and a danghter Elizabeth. — (Thoreih^'g Dueatui Leodientigf p, 22,) Dr. Kershaw remanded Rebecca Sykes^ 
and had issue, and died in 1736. 
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Mr. Betham and PlayfiEdr^ widi the genuine spirit of bombast and genealogical 
flattery, represent this Aimily to be descended thioogh the Ap Griffith alliance, from a 
race of kings, princes, dukes, &c., both before and after the conquest ; yet they have 
omitted the name of king Solomon, who having several hundred wives and concubines, 
and he so famous for his wisdom, a descent from him would have much added to the 
heraldic glory of the family. The calamity of the great flood may be presumed to have 
destroyed the evidence of descent from Adam, the sole and first monarch of the earth, 
or those proficient gentlemen would doubtless have referred to him as a rare instance of 
femily lineage and antiquity. 

ST. AMAND.— (28 Enw. I.) 

Ralph de St. Amand, who lived in the time of Henry III., married Asceline, sister and 
coheir to Robert de Albini, baron of Cainho, in the county of Bedford, and was grand- 
father to 

Almaric de St Amand, who had summons to parliament from the 28 Edw. I. to 

♦ CoroB. Rot. the 4 Edw. II., to whose coronation he was also summoned.* In the 29 Edw. I., he 
was one who in the parliament at Lincoln subscribed the letter to the pope, being then 

t Dagd. LiBti. written,t ^Almericus de 8. Amando Dominus de JVydehay'^ He died circ. 3 Edw. II.,]: 

t Each. 4 Edw. ^*P*^ whcn his barony became extinct, and 

II., n. 42. John de St. Amand, his brother and heir, who by writ addressed ^^Johantd de 8* 

Amando/^ had summons from the 6 to tiie 19 Edw. II. inclusive, shortiy after which he 
died, leaving 

Almeric de St. Amand, his son and heir, who does not appear to have been sum- 
moned till the 44 Edw. III. ; but it may be observed, that he was much engaged in the 
wars of France and Scotland, and was for some time justice in Ireland. He was summoned 
from the 44 Edw. III. to the 5 Ric. II., in which year he is said to have died, when he 
was succeeded by 

Almeric, his son and heir, who had summons from the 6 Ric. IL to the 3 Hen. IV. 

k Etch. n. 40. inclusive, and died the year following,§ leaving Oerard Braybroke, son of Alianor, his 
only daughter by Ida his first wife, and Ida, his daughter by Alianor his second * wife, 
his coheirs; which Ida afterwards married Sir Thomas West, but by him had not any 
issue, whereby the inheritance vested in abeyance eventuaUy in the three daughters and 
coheirs of Alianor de Braybroke ; of these, Elizabeth married William de Beauchamp, 
grandson of John de Beauchamp, of Powyk; Maud wedded John Babington, and died 
s.p. ; as did Alianor Braybroke, the third daughter* 

« She was heireis of the fomily of St. Elen. — (Lyitm'i Mag* Brit,, vol, t., p, 228.^ 
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BEAUCHAMP LORD ST. AMAND.— (27 Hen. VI.) 

William db Bbauchamp, having thus in right of his wife^ Elizabeth Braybroke, 
become ultimately sole heir to the barony of St. Amand^ was by writ summoned to par* 
liament from the 27 to the 33 Hen.^ VI. inclusive^* as ^^WiUiebno Beauchamp Domino de * Dogd. Lifts 
S. Amanda f^ shortly after which he died, the 35 Henry VI.,^ leaving EKaabeth, his wife^ ^ ™"^' 
surviving, who is said to have remarried Roger Tuchet, and 

Richard de Beauchamp, his son and heir, aged 4. In the 1 of Ric. III., he was at- 
tainted and his honors thereby forfeited, but he was fiilly restored the 1 Hen. YIL, and had 
summons to parliament by the same description as his father, in the 12 Hen. VII., after 
when he does not appear to have been again summoned. He died in 1508, without le- 
gitimate issue ; when the barony of St. Amand is presumed to have become vested in 
the descendants, if any, of Isabella, sister of Almaric, the second of his name, baron St. 
Amand, which Isabella married, first, Richard de Handle; and secondly, Robert de 

Ildeslct t NiooWfl 

Sir Harris Nicolas in a note in his Synopsis, remarks,^ that in the will of this p^^'^*'^' 

Richard lord St. Amand, he leaves a cup to his neice Leverseye^ which was probably t Ibid. 

meant for his wife's niece, as if a daughter of his own sister, she wotdd have been in the 

course of succession to the barony. The name of his wife was Anne,§ daughter of Sir § Brooke on 

Walter Wrottesley, knight. She had two sisters named in CoUins's Baronetage, but the 26. 

name otLeverseye does not appear among the issue of either of them, or of either of her 

brothers. 

The family of Baynton, of Bromham, in the county of Wilts, became the heir ex 

parte patem& of the Beauchamps, which intimates a failure of descendants of the blood 

of St. Amand. II II Vide Bank's 

Dorm. &^Ext. 
Boron, vol. ii., 

ST. JOHN OP BASING.— (28 Edw. I.) p- ^^- 

The paternal name of this family was Port ; but Adam, (great-grandson of Hugh de 
Port, who at the time of the general survey held fifty-five knights' fees in the coimty of 
Southampton, where Basing was the head of his baroAy), having married Mabel, daugh- 
ter of Reginald de Aurevalle, by Muriel, daughter and heir of Roger de St. John (of 
Stanton), by Cecily his wife, daughter of Robert de Haya, lord of Halnac, in Sussex. 
His son and heir, 

ft Vide Poi. Rot, 29 Hen, VL m. 8.— << WiU'os Beaocbamp Miles D'nus de St. Amando." 

b Dugdale in the Index to his Writs of Summons, recites the name of WiUiam de Beauchaimpj de St Anumd, 

in the 38 Hen. VI., and the 1, 2, 6, 9, and 12 Edw. IV. But the name of William de Beauchamp is not contained 

in any one writ of those years. 

VOL. I. abb 
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William de Port assumed the surname of St. John^ writing himself^ ^^fViUiehnuB de 
Sancto Johanne filius et hares Ada de Port, and the 15 king John gave five hundred 
marks to the king for livery of the lands of Adam de Port his father. 

Robert, his son and heir, died eirc. 51 Hen. III., leaving by Agnes his wife, daugh- 
ter of William de Cantilupe, 

John de St. John his son and heir, who was an eminent soldier in his day, and dis- 
tinguished in .the wars of France and Scotland ; he was an embassador to France, and 
died cire. 30 Edw. L, leaving by Alice, daughter of Reginald Fitz Piers, John his son 
and heir ; and according to Collins, William his second son, ancestor to the viscounts 
Bolingbroke, and barons St. John, of Bletshoe. 

John de St. John, the eldest son, in the lifetime of his father, had summons the 26 

Edw. I. to Carlisle, equis et armis, in which writ he is styled a baron, and as ^ Johaaul de 

Seint John le fids;'^ the earls and barons in that writ being all distinguished by their 

* Dug. Lifts respective ranks.* In the 28«Edw. I. he had summons to parliament ss^^Jc^de Sancto 

t n>id. Johanne, Junion/^-f his father being then still living. In the 29 Edw. I. he was one of 

those who in the parliament at Lincoln subscribed and affixed their seals to the famous let- 

t Ibid. ter to the pope, by the designation of ^^ Johannes de 8. Johanne Dominus de Hanak/** |bttt 

after this time, from the 32 Edw. I., his father being dead, he was only summoned by 

the name of ^^ Johannes de Sancto Johanne/^ but from the 15 to the 19 Edw. II. with the 

addition of De Basing. Dugdale states that he died the 12 Edw. II., which appears an 

error from the writs of summons addressed to him, for so many as eight years after that 

( Diid. date, viz., to the 20 Edw. II. inclusive,^ he most probably deceased circ. 3 Edw. III., 

leaving by Isabel, his wife, daughter of Hugh de Courtney, 

Hugh de St. John, his son and heir, aged 26, who never had summons, and died 
circ. 11 Edw. III., leaving Mirabel, his wife, surviving; and Edmund, his son uid heir; 
as also two daughters, viz., Margaret and Isabel; which 

Edmund de St John was then only four years of age, and died in his minority, and 

n Grig. 21 in ward to the king, the 21 Edw. III., s.p.,[t leaving his two sisters, before mentioned, 
Edw. III., i_. 1 . 1 i? 
Rot. 21. his coheirs, whereof 

j^Vide St. Maigaret St. John married John St. Philibert,1[ and had a son John, who died s.p.; 

and Isabel married, first, to Henry de Burghersh, s.p.; and secondly, Lucas de Poynings, 

** Vide Poyn. who eventually became sole heir to the barony,** in right of Isabel his wife, and having 

*t Dug. Bar. ^^^^ ^7 ^^T^f ^^^ doing his homage, had livery of all the lands so descended.*t 

• His name does not appear in the writ of Bammons, tested the 26th of September, to the parUament at Lin.- 
ooln, though it is mentioned in the preTiona one, tested 29 December, 28 Edw. I., to the parliament at London, 
which leaves it to be conmdered whether it was not his father who sabscrU)ed the letter as Dammw de Hahutc, and 
was then alive. 
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Mr. Beny in his Sussex Genealogies,* has given a third sister Alice, married to * p« 61. 
John Kingstone, by whom she had a son Thomas Eingstone. 

There was a Roger de St. John, who with his consort, had summons to the coro- 
nation of Edw. 11. ;t but his name is unnoticed by Dugdale, nor is it recited in any t 'V'ide Copy 
pedigrees of the family. He probably was the eldest son of the baron, and had sum- in yoi. u. 
mons in that character, and might die vit& patris, s.p., as the baron lived to the 20 Edw. 
II. This may account for his name being passed over by Dugdale. 



ROGER DE St. JOHN.— (49 Hbn, III.) 

Besides the family of St. John of Basing, Dugdale states^ there was another of that % Baron.,v.i., 
name seated in the county of Oxford, but he does not intimate how far the one was con- ^' 
nected or related with the other; and his account is altogether much confused; but 
Mr. Collins in his peerage of the viscount Bolingbroke, asserts that Roger de St. John, 
who married Cecily de Haya, (as noticed under St. John of Basing) was brother to 
Thomas de St. John, lord of Stanton St. John, in the county of Oxford. From which 
Thomas descended 

Roger de St. John, who was one of the barons in arms with Simon de Montfort 
and the other confederate lords, and was summoned to that parliament called by them 
in the king's name the 49 Hen. III.§ He was afterwards slain in the battle of Evesham. § Dogd. LsU 
He married one of the sisters of Richard de Lucie of Elgremont, and had issue a son John, ™' 

with whom Dugdale closes his account of this family, by reason he says,|| ^^Ido not find \\ Btfon.y. i., 
any of this line summoned to parliament ;^^ yet in the second volume of his Baronage^ he de- £' i^|^* vol ii 
duces the family of St. John ofLageham, from the very same line as hereafter mentioned. P- 9* 



St. JOHN OF LAGEHAM.— (25 Edw. I.) 

Roger db St. John, (before mentioned), obtained from Richard de Lucie, with the 
marriage of Lucy his sister, a moiety of the lordship of Wolenestede, in the county of 
Surrey;** and the 46 Hen. III. had a licence to fortify his house of Lageham in that ** Ibidyola., 

county, near Wolenestede.*t Si. voi.ii. p.9. 

John de St. John, his son and successor, in the 24 Edw. I. had summons to New- 
castle-upon-Tyne equis et armis, and to a great council to be there holden,*| as ^'Johanni *tl>^* Liiti 

of SumiDi 

de Sancto Johanne de Lageham/^ and the next year, 25 Edw. L, he had summons to a 
parliament at Sarum, by the same description ;*^ also similarly the 28 Edw. I. to a parlia- *f ibid. 



/ 
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ment at Loudon^ and to the parUament at Lincoln; but his name does not appear among 
those who in that parliament subscribed the letter to liie pope. By the same denomi- 
nation he continued to be summoned to the 35 Edw. I., inclusive. In the 1 Edw. II. 
he is named Johanni de SanctQ Jahaune, without the distinction of Lageham ; but after 
then his name is not included in any writ of summons till the 6 Edv. II., when it 
again is mentioned with the addition of de Lagelumi,^ and so continued till his deatih, circ 
10 Edw. II., being then seised of Lageham and of the manor of Stanton, (otherwise 
called Stanton St. John), in the county of Oxford. His son and heir, 

John de St. John, had summons from the II to the 16 Edw. II. with the addition 

* Dugd. Ldfts of de Lageham,^ and died in that year, leaving 

John de St. John his son and heir, who was summoned the 1, 2, 4, and 5 Edw. 

t Ibid. Ill*, but without the distinction of de Lageham.f He married Catherine, daughter of 

Oeffery de Say, and died circ. 23 Edw. III., being then seised of Lageham, in the county 
of Surrey, and of Staunton St. John, in the county of Oxford, leaving 

Roger de St. John his son and heir, who was never summoned, and died the 27 
Edw. III., s.p., having released to Sir Nicholas de Lovaine, knight, and Margaret his 

X Dngd. Bar., wife,^ all his right in the manor of Lageham. Peter de St. John, being (according to 

^'^'^ Dugdale) his kinsman and heir, aged forty; which Peter, by the following pedigree 

appears to have been his uncle. 

Roger de St. Joba, had Lagehaat, by gift of Ridurd de Lucie, alain at Evesham.^Lacy, nater to Richard de Lode. 



John de St. John, ob. 10 Edw. II. — (Swh. ». 73-4, /oAii, aofi and heir, atai, 30.J^ 



St. MAUR.— (8 Edw. IL) 

Nicholas, son and heir of Lawrence de St. Maur, of Rode, in the county of Somerset^ 
had summons to parliament the 8 and 9 Edw. IL, and died the next year, leaving by 
Eve de Meysy his first wife, a son Thomas, and by Helen, daughter and coheir of Adam 
le Zouche, of Asheby, his second wife, (who survived him) a son Nicholas. 

» In the writ of tiK 1 Edw. II. two namea of Jokn de 8t John are mentioned, which purport to apply to St, 
John o/Baemff, and to tfaia. St. John fffhageknut hot in the anbaeqaent writs to the ^ of Edw. II., only one ia no^ 
ticed, which leavea it doubtfiil to which of the two it i^pertauied* 



John de St. John, ob. 23 April, 16 Edw. II.^Margery , snrviTed and remarried John de 

•^(Mech. n. 12, John, em and heir, at. 15.^ 1 lield, ob. 20 Bdw. III.— (AeA. ». 35.^ 

John de St. John, ob 23 Edw. III. — f1C7aift.=pCatherine, daughter Peter de St. John, uncle and heir to Roger. — 
II. 163, pare. 2, Bofier, earn aad heir, «^. 20. j of Lord Say. Vide Mammg and Brojf'e Sknry, ffol.U.p.S2&. 

Roger de St. John, ob. 28 March, 27 Edw. lU.^fEeeh. n. 27, e.p.} 



J 
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Thomas de St. Maur was never snmmoned to parliament^ and died s.p., but his 
halfbrother, 

Nicholas de St Maur^ had summons from the 25 to the 34 Edw. III., inclusive, as ' 
** Nicholas de 8t Mauro/^ and died the following year, leaving by Muriel his wife, grand- 
daughter and heiress of Richard lord Lovel, of Kari,* two sons, Nicholas and Richard. * yi^e Lovei. 

Nicholas de St. Maur, the eldest, dying in his minority, s.p., was succeeded by his 
brother, 

Richard de St. Maur, who was summoned from the 4 Richard II. to the 2 Hen. IV., 
as '^ Biewrdo Seynumrj^ and died the next year, when 

Richard de St. Maur, his son and heir, became the next baron, and had summons 
from the 3 to the 8 Hen. lY., similarly named as his father. He died the 10 Hen. IV., 
leaving his wife Mary then jnr^nant, who was afterwards deUveredof a daughter, named 
Alice, who became the wife of William, the fifth lord Zouch, of Haryngworth ; and being 
his only child and heiress, carried the barony of St. Maur into the Zouche succession, 
with which it continued blended till the death of Edward, the twelfth lord Zouche, of 
Haryngworth, in 1625, when they both fell into abeyance between his two daughters 
and coheiresses, Elizabeth and Mary, as under that article will be found detailed.f t ^^^ 2ouche 

of Haryng- 
worth. 



WILLIAM DE St. MAUR.— (11 Edw. II.) 

William de St. Maub, by the designation of '^ De Sancto Mauroy' had summons to 
parliament the 11, 12, 14, and 15 Edw. II.,t but no more, nor does Du^dale in his t Dagd-LlBts. 
Baronage make any mention of him. 

From the circumstance of his first writ of summons being so immediately after the 
death of the first Nicholas, the 10 Edw. II., it would almost infer that he was his son and 
successor, and the elder brother of Nicholas, who was not summoned till the 25 Edw. 
III., and that the said William and Nicholas were both the sons of the said first Nicho- 
las, by his second wife Helen, daughter and coheir of Alan lord Zouche, of Asheby.— ^ 
Dugdale when uncertain, not unfrequently, says ^^ I ghess.^^ If a ghess, therefore, may 
be allowed, there appears ground for one in this case. 

Collins in his account§ of the baronet family of Long, of Draycote, in the county § Vol. iiii., p. 
of Wilts, recites a letter from Sir James Long to a Mr. Panchrinch, dated 16 October, 
1688, wherein giving a detail of the descent of his family, he states that ^^ Roger de Long 
married the daughter and heir of St. Maury by whom he had many great manors and lands, 
some of which I now possess. Her mother was Zouche, a great hetress!^ The femily 
quarters, among others, the St. Maur and Zouche arms. Assuming this statement to 
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relate to William de St. Maur, it places the barony in a diffsrent point of view to the 

one ascribed to it hitherto by the heralds. 

f 

Lawrence de St. Maor, of Rode, in tfafi^=Sibi]la, daughter and coheir of Hugh de Morewick, widow 
county of Somerset, ob. 24 Edw. I. of Sir Roger Lnmley ; will dated 1298.* 

1. Eve de Meyey.^pNicholaa de St. Manr, ob. 10 Edw. II.=?=2. Helen dan. & coh. of Alan Lord Zoache, of Ashby. 

n ' 1 1 ' 1 

Akn, and > ob. Ti. Thomasi son Beatrix married Nicholas, ob.=i=Muriel, d. & h. of James, s. &h. appa- 
Nicfaolas. S pats.p. & h. ob. s.p Worthy.-^ 35 Edw. III. | rent to Richard Lord Lovel, of Kari. 

I 7 

John, heir to his Nicholas, ob. Richard, brother and heir,=pEla, dangfater and coheir of Sir 

pncle, set. 9. - inf. set. s.p. ob. drc 2 Hen. IV. J John de St. lioo, Knight. 

Richard de St. Manr, ob. 10 Hen. IV.^Mary, daughter of Thomas Peyner. 



Alice, only dan. (posthomonsly bom) mar. Wm. 5th Lord Zondie of Haryngworth. — ^Vide Zouche of Haryngworth. 

• In her will she names her ton Nicholu St. Manr, and her eon Robert Lnmley* |whom she appoints her exeeutors ; and gives the 
residue of her goods to her four daughters, Sybill, Margery, Joan, and Marion, but does not mention by whieh husband they were, or 
by both. 

ST, PHILIBERT.— (27 Edw. I.) 

Hugh De St. Philibert had summons the 27 Edw. I. to a parliament at London^ as 
^^ Hugoni de Sancto PhUiberto/^ but never after. Dugdale does not notice his having 
been so summoned, though he recites his name in the writ of summons for that year. 
* ^^"' ^'"'' ^® ^^^7 slightly mentions him in his baronage;* adding to which, Hugh succeeded 

p. IDU. 

John de St. Philibert his son and heir, who, the 7 Edw. II., making proof of his age, 
and doing his homage, had livery of his lands. He died the 7 Edw. III., never having 
been summoned, leaving Ada his wife surviving, and 

John de St. Philibert his son and heir, who married Margaret, one of the two sisters 
t Vide St. and coheirs of Edmund de St. John of Basing,t and had partition with her sister Isabel 
in the lands of that barony. This John de St. Philibert had summons to parliament the 
22 and 23 Edw. III., but no more, though he survived many years, not dying till the 33 
Edw. III.; when not having any surviving issue, it is presumed the barony became ex- 
tinct ; unless it can be supposed that the writ of summons the 27 Edw. I. (a solitary writ) 
created a descendable barony in Hugh his father, of whose issue, besides this John, there 
is no mention. 

ST. QUINTIN.— (22 Edw. I.) 

This ancient family is said to have been so named from St. Gtuintin the capital of Lower 
Picardy in France, and to have entered England with the Conqueror; but Dugdale has 
not given it a place in his Baronage, though in his Writs of Summons he has included 
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Herbert de St Quintin as summoned to parliament the 22. Edw. I.; but never after^ 
nor any of his descendants^ so that it scarcely can be considered any inheritable barony 
became vested in them ; which leaves the assumption of such a tide by the earls of Pem- 
broke to be groundless, and without any legal pretension thereto. 

The following pedigree was copied from a very ancient record in the Tower of Lon- 
don,* some years ago. lo^^^m. 

Herbert de St. Qnintiii, temp. Richard I.^Agnes, daughter of Stuterille. 



I I "I 1 

1. John, 8.p. 2. Anaehn, t.p. 3. William, bro. & heir.^ Margaret or Mary, mar. Sir Wm. Rochford. 

I. Her-^Marjr, daughter of 2. William, to whom his father ga^e 3. Herbert, to whom his fiither gave 

foert. I Walter Fauconberg, the manor of FVehide, in the connty the manor of Normanby, &c., in the 

of Skelton. of Gloucester. county of York. 

Herbert, ob. yi. pat.=^Anasta8ia, daughter of John Lord Maltravers. 

r' ' 

Herbert, son and hdr; had a dispensation for marriage,^Lora, daughter of Roger 
on account of his propinquity to his wife. | Fauconberg, of Skelton. 

Herbert, son and heir .^Margery, sister to Gerard de Lisle. 

I * 1 

1. Elizabeth, dau. and coheir, 1. Robert, bro. to=pLora, daughtei;cp2. John St. Quintin, of Harpill, or 

mar. John Marmion, s.p. John Marmion. J and coheir. I Harpham. 

I ' I ' 

Elizabeth Marmion, mar. Henry Lord Fits-Hugh. Herbert, s. & h. mar. Elizabeth, dau. of Robert Hilton, s.p. 



ST. WALERIE.— (22 Edw. L) 

Richard De St. Walerib, by the description of ^^Bu^ de S. IValereio/^ had summons 

to parliament the 22 Edw. I.^ but never after. His name is not mentioned by Dugdale 

in his baronagian account of that family^ and only has notice in his Lists of Summons 

to Parliament ; in which respect^ who he was, or how descended from, or connected (if at 

all) with that eminent family, of which Ranulph de St. Walerief held divers lordships ^ j)^^ t^„^ 

in the county of Lincoln at the time of the general survey, must remain in nubibus; but '^^' *•» ?•***• 

as no inheritable barony can be considered to have been acquired under that solitary 

writ of summons, it is not material to endeavour to trace his origin, or descendants. 

Sir Harris Nicolas, in his Peerage Synopsis, % says, he probably was a nephew of % Vol. ii.. p. 
Thomas de St. Walerie, who was son of Bernard, son and heir of Reginald de St. Wale- 
rie, lord of Haseldine, in the county of Gloucester, living temp, king Stephen, circ. an. 
1164.§* But this supposition time will not warrant, unless it be admitted he was at a $ Vide 
very advanced age when summoned to parUament. ^,^; ^JSi 

A In a MS. note in an edition of Dugdale (pen. auctore) it is written (in an old hand) that Ranulph de St. Wal- 
erie, married Maud, daughter of Richard, the third duke of Normandy, and was father to Reginald: but it is to be ob- 
served that Dugdale states Reginald to be a son of Guy de St. Walerie, and not to hare possessed any of the lands of 
Ranulph, in the county of Lincoln. 
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STAFFORD.— (27 Edw. I.) 

Robert de Stafford^ at tihe time of the general survey, held very numerous manors ; 
whereof, eighty-one were in Staffordshire ; twenty-six in Warwickshire ; twenty in Lin- 

* Dogd. Bar., colnshire ; two in Suffolk ; and one in Worcestershire,* a good specimen of the power 

TO . 1., p. . ^^ ^^ ancient barons. Robert his great-grandson dying s.p., Milicent his sister became 
his heir, who married Hervey Bagot ; and their son Hervey relinquishing his paternal 
surname, assumed that of his mother, and wrote himseW Hervey de Stafford. From which 
Hervey de Stafford, descended 

Edmund de Stafford his great-great-grandson, who, the 26 Edw. I. had summons to 
Carlisle equis et armis, being designated in the writ a baron, by the description of ^^Enwri 

t Dogd. Lists de Estafford.^'^ In the 27 Edw. I. he had summons to parliament as ^^Edmondo Barofd 
Stafford ;^^ and from thence to the 1 Edw. II., by the same denomination, as also to the 

t Coron. Rot. coronation of that king, j: In the 29 Edw. I. he was one of the barons who subscribed the 

^' letter to the po])e in the parliament at Lincoln, being then written ^' Edmundus Baro 

Stafford.^^ He died the 2 Edw. II., leaving by Maud his wife, daughter of Ralph lord 

% Vide Basset Bassct, of Dray ton,§ Ralph his son and heir, and Richard, who marrying Maud daughter 

n Yide^tefford ^"^ ^^^^ ^^ Richard de Camville, of Clifton, was called Sir Richard Stafford, of Clifton. || 

of Clifton. Ralph de Stafford, son and heir of Edmund, had summons to parliament from the > 

10 to the 22 Edw. III., as ^^Badtdpho de Stafford f^ but by another writ in the same year 
to a parliament at Westminster by the distinction of ^^Radvlpho Baroni de Stafford," and 
similarly to the 24 Edw. III., when he was created earl of Stafford, and by that title 
summoned to parliament the 2J Edw. III. He married Margaret, daughter and heir of 

% Vide Audiey Hugh de Audley, (baron Audley by writ1[) and^re uacoris earl of Gloucester, by Eliza 
beth his wife, granddaughter of king Edw. I., and dying the 46 Edw. III., was suc- 
ceeded by 

Hugh de Stafford his then next son and heir, Ralph his eldest son having prede- 

** Dug. Lists ceased him s.p. This Hugh was probably summoned to parliament the 44 Edw. III.,** 
in the lifetime of his father, though Dugdale does not notice the same, -but both names 
appear in the same writ. He had issue several sons, whereof Ralph the eldest, died 
before him ; Thomas was his successor; William heir to his brother Thomas; Edmund 

*t Vide heir to his brother William; and Hugh, vrhojure tucoris became lord Bourchier.*t 

TTiomas, third earl of Stafford, died s.p., anno 1392, and was succeeded by his brother 
William, fourth earl, who also died s.p. shortly after, in 1295, when his next brother 
Eldmund, became the fifth earL He married Anne Plantagenet, daughter, and even- 
tually heiress, of Thomas, duke of Gloucester, youngest son of king Edw. III. He was 
slain at the battle of Shrewsbury the 4 Hen. lY., leaving 



Boorchier. 



I 



J 
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Humphrey his son and heir, the sixth earl, who, the 23 Hen. VL, was created duke 
of Buckingham, and the 38 Hen. VI. was slain at the battle of Northampton, on the 
king's part. Humphrey, his eldest son uxd heir apparent, (styled earl of Stafford) was 
slain in his lifetime at the battle of St. Albans. He married Margaret, daughter and coheir 
of Edmund Beaufort, duke of Somerset, and had issue by her, Henry his son and heir, which 

Henry, on the death of his grandfather, succeeded as second duke of Buckingham, 
though very little notice occurs of him during the reign of Edward lY. He became a 
prominent actor in raising Richard III. to the throne. However, afterwards being dis- 
appointed in his expectations of reward, (as it is said,) he entered into a design, along 
with others, to dethrone him, — ^the attempt failed, and he repaired for safety to the house 
of a person for whom he had been a great benefactor, and in whom as such he confided : 
but this man in hopes of getting the reward offered by proclamation for his apprehension, 
basely betrayed him ;* whereupon king Richard ordered him to be beheaded without any 
arraignment, or legal form of proceeding. He was Shakespear's Buckingham, in his 
celebrated tragedy of king Richard III., so finely represented on the stage by many 
eminent actors. 

Edward, son and heir to the duke, was restored to all his father's honours by Hen. 
VIL; but in the reign of Hen. VIII. he fell a sacrfice to Cardinal Wolsey's jealousy and 
enmity ; and to his own indiscretion ;* and upon an accusation preferred against him, * Vide Banks' 
was arraigned at Westminster, before the duke of Norfolk, then lord high steward tor g^* %^* 
the occasion. The duke pleaded his own cause with great judgment, and elegance of 
language, showing the fabeness of the indictment, and incompetency of the evidence : 
but he was nevertheless found guilty, and was thereupon beheaded on Tower Hill, 7t^ 
May, 1521, (13 Hen. VIII.,) when all his honours, dignities, and great states became 
forfeited.** 

Henry, only son and heir of the unfortunate duke, was, as Dugdale states,t restored f Bar., t. l 
in blood the following year (1522) ; but on reference to the authorized collection of the 
statutes, it appears, that the said Henry, and Ursula his wife, were merely enabled by 
letters patent dated 20 Dec., 14 Hen. VIII., (1522,) to take and enjoy to the heirs of 
their bodies certain very small portions of that great estate which the duke his father 
had possessed. The 1 Edw. VI., an act passed, whereby it was enacted, ''That the said 
Henry, and the heirs male of his body coming, may be taken, and reputed as lord 

* This man, whose name was Banister, as well as his fkther, owed their rise to the duke and his femily. He 
nerer obtained the bribe of his treachery; — the king justly obserring *' That ke wko emUd be to unirue i9 to good a 
friend, tcould be false to all other" It is said he was afterwards executed for manalanghter, and that all his iiynily 
became very miserable ; and his name a term of reproach to its bearer. 

^ When the emperor Charles V. heard of his ftll, he is said to hawe exdaimed, "A butcher' e dog hae killed the 
fineet buck in England;'* alluding to Cardinal Wolsey, the reputed son of a butcher. 
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Stafford^ with a seat and voice in parliament^ and faiiher^ that the said Heniy be 
restored in bloody as son and heir of Edward, late duke of Buckingham, &c/^ Thus this 
Act was not a restitution to the ancient barony of 8ta£ford, but the creation of a new 
barony, with a special limitation to the heirs male of his body only; and to this new 
barony he was summoned to parliament the 2 Edw. VI., and his name inserted in the 
writ as the last baron. He afterwards had summons to the 5 and 6 Philip and Mary, and 
the 1 queen Elizabeth. His wife was Ursula, daughter and heir of Sir Richard Pole, 
K. 6., by Margaret Plantagenet, countess of Salisbury, daughter and heiress of Geoi^e, 
duke of Clarence, eldest brother to king Edw. IV. He died the 5 queen Elizabeth, 
* Parochial 1562, and was buried at Worthen, in the county of Salop.* 

^^ ' Edward, second lord Stafford, of the new creation,* had summons from the 8 queen 

Elizabeth to the 1 Jan^es I., 1603, in which year he died, leaving 

Edward, the third baron, his son and heir, who had summons from the 3 to the 21 
James I., and died in 1625, leaving Henry his grandson and heir, son of Edward hia 
only son, who died in his lifetime : which 

Henry, fourth lord Stafford, died under age, unmarried, leaving Mary his only sister 
his heir, who married Sir William Howard, as hereafter mentioned. But the barony of 
Stafford, under the act of parliament of the 1 Edw. VI., did of right descend upon the 
next heir male, who then was Roger Stafford, son and heir of Richard Stafford, second ! 

son of Henry the first baron of the new creation made by the* aforesaid act of the 1 
Edw. VI. This 

Roger Stafford was then at the advanced age of sixty-five, and though the descen- 
dant of kings and princes had through obscurity and poverty to trace and maintain his 
right of succession against the all-powerful house of Howard ; he however submitted his 
right to the king's judgment, upon which submission his majesty declared his royal plea- i 

sure, ^That he, the said Roger Stafford, having no part of the iftheritance of the said lord 
Stafford, nor any other lands or means whatsoever, should make a resignation of all claim 
and title to the said barony of Stafford, for his Majesty to dispose ofasheshofddthinkfitJ' 
In obedience whereto, he did by his deed enrolled 7 December, 1639, surrender the said 

^ The printed case on the Jerningham Stafford daim, gives a Henry to have soooeeded, and to haTe been flam* 
moned to aereral parliaments, on Dngdale's statement of ITniry instead of Edward, in his Lists of Summons, eontrarj 
to his statement in his Baronage, (yol. i., p. 171,) where he says Edward tucceeded his father ITenry, The printed 
case does not mention when this presumed Henry died : but supposes that he died unmarried, and was succeeded by 
his brother Edward. The error (if one) appears to have arisen from the misnoma of Hsftry for JB<iirarcI in the four 
writs of summons of the 8, 13, 14, and 18 queen Elisabeth. Sir Harris Nicolas, in his Peerage Synopsis, (vol. iL, p. 
600,) has a note under the title of Stafford, upon this point, made with his usual acumen of remark. But it never- 
theless is said, that by a MS. which undoubtedly was once in the Stafford fieimily, that a Henry, although unnoticed ' 
by Dugdale in his Baronage, was the successor to his fisther, who had four sons, Henry, Richard, Edward, and 
Walter. 
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barony, honour, name, and dignity of lord Stafford, and all his right thereto, and cove- 
nanted before the end of Hilary Term to levy a fine of the said barony, whidi fine was 
levied accordingly. 

It may here be asked, how could he surrender what he was not entitled to, and how 
levy a fine of what he did not possess ? If he was entitled, the compulsion to surrender 
his right was as arbitrary and unjust as many others, for which his majesty thereafter 
found that his subjects were not all inclined patiently to endure; and received a lesson 
that sovereigns are as answerable to the people for their misdeeds, as the people are to 
ihem for their illegal actions, — a lesson, which his son James II. (though not similarly) 
experienced. 

This insulted and unfortunate old man dying shortly after, drc. 1640, unmarried, 
the heirs male of the body of Henry, son and heir of Edward^ |jhe last duke of Buck- 
ingham, ended^ and the male barony of Stafford became extinct. 

HOWARD, BARON and BARONESS STAFFORD. 

The barony of Stafford having been thus extorted from Roger Stafford, the heir 
male, to whom it rightfully belonged, was conferred upon Sir William Howard, a younger 
son of Thomas, the tenth earl of Arundel; which 

Sir William Howard having married Mary, sister and sole heir of Henry, the fourth 
baron of the new creation, they, the said William and Mary his wife, were created baron 
and baroness Stafford, with remainder to the heirs male of their bodies; and in default 
thereof to the heirs of their bodies, the 12th of September, 1640 ; and in the November 
following he was created viscount Stafford, with remainder to the issue male of his body. 
But this ill acquired barony with his viscounty prospered not in him, for in 1678 he was 
accused of a concern in the popish plot, and being found guilty, on trial by his peers, he 
was beheaded on Tower HiU, in December 1680, and being attainted his honours were 
forfeited. Mary baroness Stafford his wife surviving him, was afterwards, in 1688, created 
countess of Stafford for life. She died in 1693, when her dignity of coimtess became 
extinct; and her husband having been attainted, her issue by him could not succeed to 
the barony ; though had she remarried, and had issue, such issue would have been heirs 
to her, and not affected by the Howard attainder. 

Henry Stafford Howard, eldest son of the Viscoimt and Mary his wife, was never 
restored, nor the attainder of his father reversed, but he was created earl of Stafford in 
1688, with remainder failing his issue male, to his brothers John and Francis, and their 
issue male respectively. He died in 17199 s. p., when his nephew 

William Stafford Howard, son of his brother John, became the second earl. He 
died in 1734, and was succeeded by his son and heir. 
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William Mathias Stafford Howard, third earl, who deceasing in 1751, a. p., the earl- 
dom devolved upon his uncle and heir, 

John Paul Stafford Howard, next brother to William, the second earL He dying 
in 1762, also without issue, the earldom of Stafford became extinct for want of male issue, 
under the patent of creation the 5 October, 1688. 

The male issue of Sir William Howard, first baron and viscount Stafford, by Mary 
his wife, having thus all become|extinct, the inheritance of the barony limited to the heirs 
of the bodies of the said Sir William and Mary his wife, fiailing their issue male, would 
have descended upon Sir William Jemingham, bart., eldest son of Sir George Jemingham, 
by Mary, sole daughter and heir of Francis Plowden, by Mary Stafford his wife, sister and 
eventually sole heir of John Paul, the last earl of Stafford, and in such respect heir general 
of the body of Sir WiUi^ Howard, the first baron, and Mary baroness Stafford his wife. 
But the attainder of Sir William precluded an inheritance under this right of descent. 

Sir William Jemingham however preferred a claim to the barony, which on reference 
to the House of Lords was for a long time pending before their Lordship's Committees of 
Privileges, and in 1824 an act of parliament was passed, reversing the attainder of Wil- 
liam Howard, baron and viscount Stafford, in 1680. The barony has since been allowed 
to Sir George Jemingham, son and heir of Sir William, who has thereupon taken his 
* VideLodge's ggat in the House of Peers, which renders any further account unnecessary** 

Axml. Peerage. ^ 

The claim, however, of Sir William Jemingham was controverted by a Mr. Richard 
Stafford Cooke, deriving himself from Dorothy Staffdrd, sister to Richard, fiither of Roger 
Stafford, who was so unjustly compelled to surrender his rights. The pretensions of this 
person, so descended, do not appear to be founded on any maintainable ground ; as he 
was neither heir general of die body of the attainted duke, ( whose attainder was never 
reversed ) nor heir general of the body of Henry, the duke^s eldest son, to whom, by the 
letters patent, and the act of parliament of the 1 Edw. VL, a new barony of Stafford was 
granted, specially limited to the heirs male of his body ; and he was not in any way des- 
cended from Sir William Howard and the lady Mary his wife, whom king Charles L had 
created baron and baroness Stafford. But the argument of Mr. Cooke rested upon the 
point that ^^ The attainder of WUUam baron and viscount Stafford^ had created a corrup- 
tion of Moody and his issue was thereby incapable of chdmy being dead in law, and as such 
the same as if they had never been bom,'^ So &r this position of his case was very feasi- 
ble : yet it did not constitute in him a legal right, for while issue remained from William 
baron and viscount Stafford, though they were incapable of inheriting till reversal of the 
attainder, diey nevertheless were an impediment to Mr. Cookers right of succession, be- 
cause reversal of the attainder would remove the obstacle against them, — a point which 
was resolved by the Lords in the case of Mr. Stapleton, claiming to be sole heir to the 
mont. barony of Beaumont,t against the other coheir Norris, whose blood stood attainted. 
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The daim of Mr. Cooke, as to the old barony of Stafford, was clearly vague ; as that 
barony still remained in the crown under t^e attainder of the duke of Buckingham ; and 
was not r^ranted by the letters patent of Hen. VIII., or the act of parliament of the 1 
Edw. YI. The case of Dr. Lloyd claiming the barony of Lumley,* was adjudged by the * VideLumley 
lords against him on this principle. 

The descent of Mr. Cooke was derived thus, vis : Richard Stafford Cooke, (the 
claimant), son of John, son of John by Catherine his wife, daughter of Richard, son of 
John, son of William, son of William Stafford, second son of Sir William Stafford, (ambas- 
sador to Geneva), and Dorothy his wife, daughter of Henry, the restored baron Stafford, 
son and heir of Edward Stafford, duke of Buckingham, earl and baron Stafford, &c., 
attainted and executed 13 Hen. VIII. 

Henrji son & heir of Edw., Duke of Buoks., created Baron Stafford 1 Kdw. Vl.^Ursnla, dan. of Sir Ridiard Pok. 

I 1 1 1 ' 

1. Edward, 2nd-| 2. Richard^Mary, dan. of 3. Walter Dorothy, mar. Sir William Stafford, ambassador to 

baron, ob. 1603. | Stafford, j John Corbet. Stafford. Geneva, k quo Richard Stafford Cooke, daimant. 

Edward, 3rd baron, Roger Stafford, heir male to Henry, 4th baron, disinherited 

ob. 1625. -I by a Sic volo, Hcjubeo of king Charles I., s. p. 

I , 

Edward, ob. vi. pat.-! 
Henry, 4th baron, s. p. Mary, sister and heir, mar. Sir William Howard. 



STAFFORD OF CLIFTON.— (44 Edw. III.) 

Sir Richard Stafford, a younger brother of Ralph, first earl of Stafford, having mar- 
ried Maud, daughter and coheir of William baron de Camville, of Clifton,t was styled t Vide Cam- 

ville 

thereof by reason of acquiring that lordship.^ He had summons to parliament from the 
44 Edw. III. to the 3 Ric. II., inclusive, and died circ. 1381, leaving issue two sons, 
Edmund and Thomas : which 

Edmund de Stafford was a priest, and was afterwards bishop of Exeter ; so that if 
summoned to parliament, it was in his character of bishop ; — not having any issue his 
brother 

Thomas de Stafford was his heir, who was never summoned to parliament ; and died, 
leaving a son Thomas, and a daughter Katherine ; which 

Thomas de Stafford never had summons; and dying s.p., his sister Katherine 
became his heir, who married Sir John Arden, or Ardeme, knight, and succeeded to the 

ft Dogdale in his account of Che Stafford family stotes that he had a son Richard, who was the Richard smn- 
moned to Parliament ; whereas in the printed pedigree on tiie Jemingham Stafford daim before the House of Lords, 
there is only one Richard noticed, as is here followed. 
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inheritanoe. By Sir John Arden she had issue a daughter and heiress Maud/ who 
married Sir Thomas Stanley, second son of Sir John Stanley, E.O.; in the descendants 
of which Maud, the barony of Stafford of Clifton is presumed to be now vested. 

The writs of summons to parliament addressed to Sir Richard Stafford were personal 
viz., '^ Richard de Stafford/^ without any allusion to the barony of Camville of Clifton,* 
* Vide Cam- to which his wife was a coheir; and to which it is most probable he was first summoned 
m her right. 

In the 35 Edw. III. he had summons to a great council to be holden at Westmina- 

t Dugd. Writs ter,t touching the affairs of Ireland ; in which summons directed to the sheriff of Not- 

t iMd!™ tingham and Derby, are these words, viz:t '^ Quod prtemunire facias haredesde Caum^ 

vyU, terras, et tenuram in Hibemid haberdea.^^ In the same writ with Richard de 

Stafford is also mentioned the name of James de SUfffbrdy concemiug whom, Dugdale 

does not take any notice in his Baronage. 

Sir Thomas StBrnleyy^^Maad, daughter and heir of John, son of Sir John 
ob. 3 Edw. rV. Arden of EUbrd, bj Catherine Stafford. 

r * 1 I I 

1. Sir John Stanley, of ^ 2. Sir Humphrey^pEUyn, daughter Elizabeth, married Sir Robert 

Stanley, of Pipe, of Sir James Sutton, of Averam, co. Notts. 

Ley, Knight, ob. Anne, married Sir John Gresiey 

1530. of Drakelow, oo. Derby, Knt. 



Elfbrd, in the county of 
Stafford, obiit drc. 16 
Edward rV. 



and Aston, obiit 
21 Hen. VII. 
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STAFFORD OF SUTHWICK.— (1 Ebw. IV.) 

Humphrey Stafford descended from Sir John Stafford, of Hooke, in the county of 
Dorset, was first smnmoned to parliament as a baron the 1 and 2 Edw. IV., as ^Hum- 

a Sir John Aiden was of Elford in the connty of Stafford, where a monumental pedigree in the church, of Wil- 
liam Brooke, who poaaeaaed part of the Arden estatea, and died in 1641, ezhibita another Sir John Arden, aon to the 
former, and glTea him a wife lAatildia; and makes Matildis» or Maud, the wife of Stanley, to be daughter to Sir Jola 
Arden, (or Ardeme,) junior. 



John Stanley, Eaq. ob. 24 Hen. VII.^^ John Stanley, aon and heir.^ 

"NLbtj MoyIe,^Era8mn8 Hereringham, Esq., whoae grandson Walter 

dau. & heir, xf^waa of Aaton and Sherr, of co. Staff., 8 Jamea I. | 

I 

• Sir Eg«rton Bridges, in his edition of GoDint's Peerage, (toL UL, p. M.}, itates that he left only a aon John, who died in 1447, j 

leaving a dangbter and heh*, who maxried WiUiam Stannton. | 

InBcriptlon in the chnrch of Northen, in the county of Chester. 

" Orate pn> animft Jobannia Stanley quondam D'ni de Pipe, Clifton Campvile, et Eleford in eomitata Staft, etiam de Sibatofte in 
emn. Northamp., de Gampden snper Wolde in com. Glonc, etiam de Eehel, AldefiHnde, et Alderley in com. GeatriK, qui obiit 88 Norem. 
anno 1508/* 

Epitaph on a plate of Braaa on a Marble in the north aide of Stone dhuroh In the oonnty of StafSMd. 

- Of your charity pray for the sowle of EUyn Stanley, widow, late the wife of Sir Humphrey Stanly, Knt, and daughter of Sir 
James Ley. Knt, which EUyn died the 39 March, in the year of our Lord 1530.' 
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frido Stafford de Sutkwyk MiM ;'^ and was by patent, 1464, created lord Stafford of 
Suthwyck.* After when, in 1469, the 9 Edw- IV,, he had conferred upon him the title * InTaa.Geii. 

, , Pat. 4 Edw. 

of earl of Devon ; but this earldom was of short duration, for the very same year, havmg iv., m. 17. 
been sent with a body of Archers to join with the earl of Pembroke, in the suppression 
of the northern insurrection under Sir John Conyers, he for some offence given him, as 
he considered by Pembroke, deserted him, whereof, the king being informed, gave com- 
mand to the sheriffs of Somerset and Devon for his apprehension, without delay, and to 
put him to death : whereupon, being taken, he was carried to Bridgewater, and was 
beheaded 17 August, 9 Edw. IV* Dying 8.p., all his honours became extinct. 



STANLEY.— (34 Hen. VI.) 

The original surname of this family is said to have been Aldithle, or Audley, but after- 
wards changed by reason that William de Audley received from his cousin Adam the 
manor of Stanleigh, or Stanley, and thenceforth the descendants of William assumed 
that name ; but it was long before any of them acquired baronial rank. 

Sir Thomas Stanley was first summoned to parliament by a special writ, tested the 
34 Hen. VL, addressed '^ Thomce Stanley Domino de Stanley,'^t but never after^ and f Claiu. in 
died circ. 1458-9, leaving by Joan, daughter and coheir of Sir Robert Ooushill, of ^**"®*» ™' ^ • 
Hoveringham, in the county of Nottingham, knight, by Elizabeth his wife, daughter and 
at length one of the coheirs of Richard Fitz Alan, earl of ArundeL 

Thomas Stanley, his eldest son and heir, who had summons to parliament from the 
38 Hen. VI. to the 1 Richard III., after whose death, for his very meritorious service at 
the battle of Bosworth, on the termination of which, he placed the crown of the slain 
monarch on the head of the victor, he was advanced by king Hen. VII. to the dignity of 
earl of Derby, 27 October, 1485. From this period the barony of Stanley became merged 
in the higher title of earl of Derby, J till by the demise of Ferdinando, the fifth earl, with- t VMe 
out issue male, it fell into abeyance among his three daughters and coheiresses, viz: Anne, sir Egert 
married, first, to Grey Bridges lord Chandos, and secondly, to Mervyn Touchet lord Aud- ^T^- 
ley ; Frances, to John Egerton, earl of Bridgewater ; and Elizabeth, to Henry Hastings, 
earl of Huntingdon, in the representatives of which coheirs, the barony of Stanley, with 
that of Strange of Knokin, still remains suspended. The earldom of Derby devolved 
upon his brother and heir male William, who became the sixth earl, and whose son and 
heir apparent James, had summons to parliament vit& patris by writ the 3 Charles I.,§ $ Dngd. Ustf . 
addressed ''Jacobo Stanley de Strange CKVr primogenito WUlielmi Comitis Derbia,'' also i^rd?XiiJ^ 
the 4 and 15 Charles I. by the same description. 

It is to be observed that Henry, fourth earl of Derby, father of Ferdinando, married 
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Margaret^ only daughter of Henry Clifford earl of Cumberland, by Ellianor his wife, 
daughter and coheir of Charles Brandon, duke of Suffolk, by Mary, dowager queen of 
France, relict of Lewis XIL, and youngest daughter of king Hen. VIL ; by virtue of 
which descent, the daughters and coheirs of earl Ferdinando, became under the will of 
king Hen. VIII., (which he was empowered by the parliament to make, and thereby 
settle the succession to the crown), preferable to the issue of Margaret, eldest daughter 
, of king Hen. VIL, in the inheritance of the throne, after the deaths of E^w. VI., queen 
Mary, and queen Elizabeth, s.p. The present duke of Buckingham and Chandos, and 
the present marquess of Hastings, are the heirs representatives of the ladies Anne and 
Elizabeth Stanley ; and the duke of Sutherland heir general of the late duke of Bridge- 
water, of the lady Frances Stanley.^ 

Sir Thomas Stanley, summoned to parliament 34 Hen. yi.:nnJoan, daughter and coheir of Sir Robert Gooahill. 

Thomas, 2nd baron, created Earl of Derby, ob. 1504.=pEleanor, daughter of Richard Neville, Earl of Saliabory. 

George, summoned to parliament as Lord Strange of Knokyn, jnre^pJane, daughter and heir of John 
uxor., 22 Edw. IV., ob. Tit& patris, 5 December, 1497. I Lord Strange of Knokyn. 

I ' 

Thomas, 2nd Earl, succeeded his grandfather in 1504, ob. 1521. ^Anne, daughter of Edward Lord Hastings. 

I ' 

Edward, 3rd Earl, ob. 4 December, 1574.n=Dorothy, dau. of Thomas Howard, Duke of Norfolk, by his 2nd wife. 

I ' 

Henry, 4th Earl and 4th Lord=pMargaret, only daughter of Henry Clifford, Earl of Cumberland, by Alianore, daugh- 
ter and coheir of Charles Brandon, Duke of Suffolk, by Mary, dowager queen of 
France, youngest daughter of king Henry YIl. 



Strange, obiit 1592, buried at 
Ormskirk. co. Lancaster. 



Ferdinando, 5th^Alice, daughter of Sir John Spencer, of Althorpe, WiUiam, 6th Earl, heir male to his 

Earl, ob. 1594. j in the county of Northampton. brother. — Vide Strange, 

Anne, dau. and cob., aged 13 years 11 Frances, dau. and coheir, aged 11 Elizabeth, dau. and coheir, aged 7 

months, mar., Ist, Grey Bridges Lord 7®*" ^ months, m. John Egerton, years 8 months, mar. Henry Has- 

Chandos, 2nd, Mervyn lord Ai^ey, re- karl of Biidgewater, ob. 1635, re- tings, Earl of Huntingdon, repre- 

presented by ^e Duke of Buckingham . pres, by the Duke of Sutherland. sented by the Marquess of Hastings. 

STANLEY LORD STRANGE.— (3 Charles L) 

Ferdinando, fifth earl of Derby having deceased without issue male, William his bro- 
ther, succeeded to the earldom as heir male, under the limitation of the patent of crea- 
tion, and became die sixth earl of Derby. He died in 1642, and was buried at Ormskirk. 
His son and heir 

James, seventh earl of Derby, was in the lifetime of his father summoned to parlia- 
* Dug. ijstB n^ent ^ ^ord Strange, the 3 Charles I., and to other parliaments,* till he succeeded to 
of Summ. and ^^ earldom, by virtue of which writs he acquired a barony of Strange, distinct from that 
Proc. ' which had descended in abeyance to the daughters and coheirs of his uncle earl Ferdi- 
nando. This James is the earl of Derby so famous for his loyalty in the service of king 

a Vide certificase under the band and seal of Sir Isaac Heard, Garter principal king of arms, dated College of 
Arms, 12 February, 1806. 
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Charles I.^ in whose cause he lost his life, being taken prisoner at die disastrous battle 
of Worcester, 3 September, 1651, and afterwards beheaded. He was succeeded by 
Charles his son and heir, eighth earl, who died in 1672, leaving 
William Richard Greoi^ his son and heir, ninth earl, who dying in 1702, without 
surviving issue male, was succeeded by his brother James in the earldom ; but the bai^ 
ony of Strange fell into abeyance between his two daughters and coheirs, Henrietta, and 
Elizabeth who died immarried in 1714, whereby Henrietta became sole heir. She was 
twice married, but had issue only by her second husband, John lord Ashbumham, a 
daughter Anne, who died unmarried in 1732, so that the barony of Strange then fell to 
her unde James, earl of Derby, which 

James, tenth earl, died in February 1735, without surviving issue, and the earldom 
devolved upon the next heir male, in the person of Sir Eklward Stanley, Bart, descended 
from James, third son of George lord Strange, of Knokyn, who died viti patris Thomas, 
the first earl of Derby, from which Sir Edward Stanley is descended the present earl ; 
but the barony of Strange descended to the duke of Athol as ev^itually heir general of 
the body of James, seventh earl, in whom, as before mentioned, it was created by writ 
of summons, the 3 Charles I., which duke was descended firom lady Amelia Sophia 
Stanley, daughter of the said eari James, and who married John Murray, Hien marquess 
of Athol, whose son and heir John was created duke of A&ol, and had issue James, the 
second duke, who claimed, and was allowed the barony, 14 March, 1737* and died in 1764, 
leaving a daughter Charlotte, who married her cousin John, third duke of Athol, and had 
issue John, the fourth duke, who succeeded his mother in the barony of Strange, in 
1805 ; but before then, in her lifetime, he was created earl Strange, and baron Murray, 
of Stanley, in the county of Gloucester, 8 August, 1786. By this title of eari Strange, 
the duke of Athol has his seat in the house of lords as an English peer.* * VideCoU. 



Peer, per Sir 
Eger. Bridges. 



STAPLETON.— (6 Edw. IL) 



Of this very ancient and eminent family, divided into several branches, it appears that 
only one was ever summoned to parliament, of which Dugdale says,t ' t B«nm, vol. 

Miles de Stapleton was summoned the 6 and 7 Edw. II., the writ being directed:!; t Ibid. Idsti 
^' Mihfd de StapiUan.'^ He was much distinguished in the wars of Gascoigne, and Scot- ^ ®^* 
land, and died the year following his last writ of summons. His wife was Sibill, one of 
the daughters and coheirs of John de Bella Aqua, by Laderina his wife, one of the sisters 

a In tlie 6 Edw. I., (COaug m. 5, Dono,, Boi, ParLy vol. t., p. 22AJ, the name of Nicholas de Sti^lefam is 
mentioned as preaent in that pariianumt when Alexander, king of Soodaad, did homage to Bdw. I. Bvt not any 
writ of smnmons is extant for that year. He probably was present as one of Ae Umg'B jmtiem^ and not as a kanmi 
being at liiat time one of the jnatioea of the king's bench.— (F2(fo Gmmiea JwridkMa.) 

VOL. I. D d d 
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and coheirs of Peter de Brus, the last baron of Skelton ; which John de Bella Aqua, in 
the division of the Brus inheritance, obtained the manor of Carleton, in the county of 

* Vide vol. ii. Tork, with other considerable lands, and was summoned to parUament the 22 £dw. I.;* 
as appears in Dugdale's Lists of Summons, though unnoticed by him in his Baronage. 
By this great heiress,^ Miles de Stapleton left issue Nicholas his son and heir, who, on 
his father's death, had livery of his lands, the dowry of Joane, the widow of Miles, ex- 

t Dog. Bar., cepted,t who must have been a second wife; which 

"' Nicholas de Stapleton was in the insurrection made by the earl of Lancaster, the 

15 Edw. II., for which offence he was fined two thousand marks, which were afterwards 

t Dug. lists remitted. He was never summoned till the 16 Edw. III.,t when he had summons along 

of Smn. ^^Yi the earls and barons to a great council to be holden at Westminster, which was 

afterwards prorogued, and he was not summoned again; dying not long after, circ. 17 
Edw. III., leaving 

Miles de Stapleton, his son and heir, who is not mentioned by Dugdale to have 

§ P- 47. been ever summoned, but Mr. West (lord chancellor of Ireland) in his Inquiry§ into the 

Origin and Manner of creating peers, says, ^Hhat he was summoned the 32 Edw. IILy^ for 
which year and the following, Dugdale could not find the bag, and therefore in his 
printed lists of summons inserted for those years nutUe summonitianes. This Miles de 

II Baron., vol. Stapleton is recited by Dugdale|| to have married Joane, daughter and heir of Oliver de 

^'*^' Ingham, widow of Roger le Strange; but this is very erroneous, as Miles de Stapleton, 

who married Joane de Ingham, was son of Gilbert de Stapleton by Agnes his wife, 
daughter and coheir of Brian Fitz Alan, of Bedale, as under the article of Ingham has i 

if Vide Ingham been fuUy shewn and exemplified by the monumental Inscriptions;^ the said 

Thomas de Stapleton died circ. 47 Edw. III., but was never summoned to parlia- 
ment ; not having any issue, his sister Elizabeth became his heir, and heir general of the 
body of Miles de Stapleton, summoned to parliament the 6 and 7 Edw. II., her great-grand- 
father. She married Thomas Metham, and in her representatives, Sir Harris Nicolas 

** Synopsis, says,** ^Uhc boTony is now vested;'* of which representatives, Mr. Dolman, a gentleman 

▼ol. u.,p.0O8. ^^ York, is the heir, and has accordingly presented a petition to her majesty, and ob- 
tained an order of reference thereon to the attorney-general.^ 

It is to be observed that this barony, though dormant, is not in abeyance, Mr. 



ft It may be considered that Miles waa aommoned in Tirtue of hia wife's inheritance, inasmuch as Aucher Fitz 
Henry, who married Joane, another daughter of John de Bella Aqua, and sister to Sibill de Stapleton, was also sum- 
moned to parliament in the 2 Edw. II., and from the 6th to the 19th of the same reign ; but Miles de Stapleton de- 
ceased the 8th.— ^EtcA. n. 17.J 

b Tbia is to be considered on the authority of Mr. Burke, the author of the Plebs, or what he terms the Landed 
Arittaeraey, who, in one of his peerage editions, has stated such petition to have been presented, and order of refer- 
ence obtained, awaiting proceedings thereon. 
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Dolman being the sole heir representative of Miles de Stapleton^ the first baron sum- 
moned to parliament. 



Nicl 



Miles de Stapleton, sum. to ptrl. 6 & 7 Edw. II., ob. 8 Edw. Il.^Onll or SibyUa, d. & c of John de Bella Aqua. 

ricnolAa Stapleton, ob. 17 Edw. III. — Bteh.f no. 43.*=p 

I ' 

MUes Stapleton» ob. 46 Edw. III.=j=l8abeUa —Vineentf 6 Quid non, p, 101. 

Thos. Stapleton, ob. 47 Edw. III. s.p. Elizabeth Stapleton, a. & h.t=f=^rhoa. Metham, ob. 4 Hen. lY. — E$ek., n. 16. 

I ' 

Alexander Metham, ob. 4 Hen. V.^Elisabeth, daughter of Lord Darcy, ob. 9 Hen. VI. 

I ' 

Tliomaa Metham, ob. 12 Edw. IV.=^Mmidana, daughter of Sir John Waterton, of Medley Gastie, Knight. 

Richard Metham.^Margaret, daughter of Ralph Babthorpe, Esq. 

Sir Thomas Metham , Knight.^Anney daughter of Sir John Tempest of Boiling. 

Sir Thomas Metham, Knight.=T=£lizabeth, daughter of Sir Robert Constable of Flamborough, Knight. 

I ' 

Sir Thomas Metham, Knight.=^Maud, daughter of Sir John Hothum, Knight. 

I 
Thomas Metham.=r=6raoe, daughter of Thomas Pudaej of Batforth. 

Sir Thomas Metham, Knight.=^I>orothy, daughter of George Lord Darcy. 

I _^-— 1 

Thomas Metham, ob. 1610.^Katherine, daughter of Sir William Bellasis. 

Sir Thomas Metham, set. 10, anno 1585, slain at Marston Moor .^Barbara, dan. of Philip Constable, Esquire. 

Thomas Metham, Catherine, sister and ooheir, Barbara, aLster and^vDiomas Dolman, Esq. of Badsworth and 
ob. coelebs. mar. Edw. Smith, Esq., s.p, coheir, ob. 1626. I Pocklington, in the county of York. 

( ' 

Robert Dolman, of Badsworth and Pocklington, Esq.^Catharine, dan. of Edmund Thorold of Hough, co. Line, Esq. 

Two sons, ob. s. p. WUliam Dohnan, only surriTing son and heir.^ 

Robert Dolman of Pocklington, Esq., son and heir.=rAnne, dan. of Richard Brigham of Brigham, Esq. 

Robert Dolman of Pocklington, M.D., s. & h.=pPeggy, only d. & h. of Hiob. Reynolds of Mauraugh, in co. Notts, Esq. 

Thomas Dolman, Esq., s. & h. the petitioner, died 184. . =r=Martiia Leach, d. of John Griffith, of St.BriaTeIl'8, co. Glouc. 

John Thomas Dolman, son and heir, nunc, 1844. 
• Gousiii and heir of Laderina, mother of Sibilla Bellew.— f&dk. 4 Bdw, 11, J 

t MiekO. Fin,, 8 Bic. IL, P. 857, Ebor.—ThomaM de Metham, and EUnOwth hie wife, aister and heir to Thomas St^deton, in lands 
in Soathbome, Tibthorpe, and Carleton, per 8er?* eighth part of the barony of Bnu of Skelton. 

STRABOLGI.— (15 Edw. IL)— (Vide Athol.) 

STRANGE OP KNOKIN.— (45 Hen. III. and 28 Edw. I.) 

John lb Strange,^ lord of Enokyn, had summons to that parliament called to meet 

in London, the 45 Hen. III.,* by the description of ^^JoVi Estrange, senior.^* He died * vida copy of 

the 53 Hen. III., 1269, leaving ^"* ^ ^*^- ^• 

a For the origin of the name Tide Dngdale, toL i., p. 663, and Banki's Dormant and Bztinet Banmage, ToLii. 
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John le Strange^ his son and heir, who munied Joane, one of the daughters and 
* Vide coheirs of Roger de Someri,* by Nichola hb first wife, one of the sisters and coheirs of 

°^^' Hugh de Albini, earl of Arundel, and died the 4 Edw. I.; when he was suopeeded by his 

son and heir 

John le Strange, who the 26 !l^w. I. had summons to Carlisle equis et armis, as 
Johavf le Straunge, and in the writ Was styled a baron, the persons so summoned being 
t Dngd. ListB distinguished by their respective ranks-t He was afterwards summoned to parliament 
^p^^T!i!rit^ as ''Johanm le Siranffe'^ from the 28 Edw. I. to the 2 Edw. II., but in that year and the 
^oi. ii. next, with the addition of ^^de Knokifn." To the coronation of Edw. II., he was sum- 

t Coron Rot., moncd as ^^JoJ^i Exfneo.^^t The 29 Edw. I., he was one of those in the parliament at 

1 ESilvr IT 

copy of writ in Lu^coln who Subscribed the letter to the pope by the designation of ^^ Johannes le 
T\^Ia Lista ^^^'^^^ Dominu8 da Cnokyh"^ He died the 3 of Eklw. IL, leaving by Maud his wife, 
of Snmm. daughter and heir, according to Dugdale,^ of Roger D^Eiville, John, Eubolo, and Hamon, 
ancestor to the family of Le Strange, at Hunstanton, in Norfolk ; of these sons 

John le Strange, the eldest, succeeded his father, and had summons to parliament 
the 4 Eklw. IL, in or about which year he died, leaving by Isolda his wife, daughter and 
heir of John de Walton, of Walton IVEiiviUe, in the county of Warwick, 

John le Strange his son and heir, who was summoned the 6 and 7 Edw. IL, but 
' dying s.p., he was succeeded by his brother 

Roger le Strange,'' who had summons the 22 and 23 Edw. IIL, in which year he 
II Baron Tol. i. died. He is said, by Dugdale,|| to have married Joane, daughter and coheir of Oliver 
^* de Ingham, and at the time of his decease to have been seised of the manor of Middleton 

and other lands jointly with Maud, his wife, which if so, shows that Joane de Ingham 
IT Vid. Ingham must have been the widow of Miles de Stapleton, and he not her first husband.^T Mr. 
Blore asserts that he had not any issue by Joane de Ingham, but had by Maud, his first 
**Biore'8 wife,'*^ Roger his son and heir, which 

Rat. p. 228. Roger le Strange had summons to parliament from the 29 Edw. IIL to the 6 Ric. 

*t Und. IL3 about which time he died, leaving Aliva, or Alleyne, his wife, daughter of Richard,*t 

earl of Arundel, surviving, and 

John le Strange his son and heir, aged thirty, who had summons from the 7 to the 



*t Tide coheirs of John de Mohun, of Dunster,* J by which Maud he left issue, 

Mohun. 

ft Blore in his Rutland states tiiatahe was daughter and hev of Enbobde Montibniylonl of K^ 
one of his sons being named Enbolo, seems to warrant Mr. Blore's assertion. — (p. 228). 

h In a note written in Dugdale's Baronage fpen, auet.J, it is mentionad on the authority of Cooke (Ckaren' 
cieuMfJt that he was not brother of John, but son of Eubolo, for which it is cited that his son Roger died seised of 
Halton, in Lincolnshire, which was part of the Lacie inheritance. Dugdale recites that this second Roger died 
■iiMd of IialtaA.^p. 665.) 



I 



21 Ric. II., and died circ. 1398. He married Maud, daughter and eventually one of the ; 
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Richard le Strange, his son and heir, who was summoned to parliament from the 
5 Henry IV.to the 27 Henry VI,, a period of time longer than any of his predecessors, 
though rather a boisterous period. He was twice*married, first, to Constance, daughter 

of 9 whose will is dated 17 Hen. VI.; and secondly, to Elizabeth, daughter of 

Reginald lord Cobham, of Sterborough, by whom be left 

John le Strange, his son and heir, summoned from the 6 to the 12 Edw. IV. He 
married Jaquetta, daughter of Richard WidviUe earl Rivers, sister to Elizabeth queen of 
Edw. IV. He deceased the 15 of October, 17 Edw. IV., leaving issue an only daughter 
and heir 

Johanna le Strange, who married George Stanley, son and heir apparent of Thomas, 
first earl of Derby, and carried the barony of Le Strange, of Knokyn, into the Stanley 
family, as under that article has before been shown.* * Vide Stanley 



STRANGE OF BLACKMERE.— (2 Enw. II.) 

Roger le Strange, of Knokyn, who died the 53 Hen. III., by Amice, his wife, had 
five sons, viz., John, his successor in Knokyn ; Hamon, who had EUesmere ; Robert, 
who married Alianore, one of the sisters and coheirs of William de Blancminster, (alias 
Whitchurch) ; Roger, who had EUesmere by gift of his brother Hamon ; and William, 
who died young.t Of these sons, tBbm.Norf. 

Robert le Strange, the third, was succeeded by his son John, called Le Strange, of i-J^^^ pP;.?!^* 
Blackmere, who died the 11 Edw. I., 8.p., leaving his brother 

Fulk le Strange his heir, who though not smnmoned to the parliament at Lincoln 
the 29 Edw. I., yet is mentioned to have had his seal affixed to the letter then addressed 



37, 8yo. Edit. 



by the nobles to the pope^ being styled ^^Fuko le Straumge Dtminm de Corfham.^ He % i>ng- Lm^s 
was afterwards summoned to parliament from the 2 to the 18 Edw. IL, as ^^Pulco le 
Straunge f^ about which time he deceased, leaving by Alianore his wife, daughter and 
coheir of John Gifibrd, of Brimsfield, 

John le Strange, his son and successor, who from the 4 to the 17 Edw. III. was 
summoned as John le Strange ; but, in the 22 and 25 Edw. III., with the addition of 
^^de BlackiMTtP^ He married Ankaret, one of the sisters and coheirs to Edward Bote- § ibid, 
ler, of Wemme ; and dying cire. 23 Edw. III., was succeeded by his son 

Fulk le Strange, who does not appear to have been ever summoned ; dying in his 
minority, s.p., and leaving his brother 

John le Strange his heir, who had summons only in the 34 Edw. II L, and died the 
year following, leaving 

John le Strange his son and heir, then only six years old, who afterwards died the 
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49 Edw. III., at about twenty-one years of age, never having been summoned to parlia- 
ment. Here it is to be observed that there was a Roger le Strange, who, the 44, 46, and 
* Dugd. Lists 47 Edw. III., had summons* to parliament as ^^ Roger le Straunge de Btakemere,^ of 
whom Dugdale does not take any notice, which creates a vacuum in the course of 
this descent, not readily to be accounted for. The last mentioned John le Strange left 
an only daughter and heiress 

Elizabeth le Strange, who married Thomas Mowbray, earl of Nottingham; but 
dying s.p., her aunt Ankaret, sister to John her father, became her heiress, and married 
Richard, son and heir apparent of Gilbert lord Talbot, which 



TALBOT LORD STRANGE OF BLACKMERE.— (7 Ric. II.) 

Richard Talbot had summons to parliament from the 7 to the 11 Richard II., as 
" Richardo Talbot de Blakemere CKffr^^ when he succeeded his father as lord Talbot ; 
from which period the barony followed the course of succession of the Talbot barony, as 
t Vide Talbot, ooalesed therewith.t 



STRANGE OF ELLESMERE.— (23 Edw. I.) 

Roger le Strange, of Ellesmere, obtained this manor from his brother Hamon, who 
died s.p., and is presumed to be the same Roger who had summons to parliament the 
23, 24, and 25 Edw. I. ; and though not summoned to the parliament at Lincoln the 29 
Edw. I., was one of those who had their seals affixed to the letter then written to the 
X l>iig<i. Usti pope,:t being designated ^^Rogerus le Estraunge Dominua de Ellesmere ;'' but after this no 
further mention occurs of him, nor any descendants from him, and he probably died s.p. 



EUBOLO LE STRANGE.— (20 Edw. II.) 

EuBOLO LE Strange was a younger son of John lord Strange, of Ejiokyn, by Maud 
IKEiville (or de Montibus). He married Alice, daughter, and eventually heiress, of 
Henry de Lacie, earl of Lincoln, (widow of Thomas, earl of Lancaster), and in her right 
assumed the title of earl of Lincoln. He however was only summoned to parliament as 
a baron, by the style of ^^ Euboloni le Estrangey^^ from the 20 Edw. II. to the 9 Edw. III., 
inclusive, in which year he died, as is generally stated, s.p.; though Cooke (Clarencieux), 
by a note mentioned under the article of Strange, of Knokyn, queeries his having a son 
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Roger, whose son Roger Strange, of Knokyn, died seised of the manor of Halton, in the 
county of Lincoln, part of the Lacie inheritance. But it seems the most correct that he 
died s.p., and that Roger le Strange, of Knokyn, was his cousin, or rather nephew and 
heir. 



STRYVELIN.— (16 Edw. III.) 

John de Stryvelin had summons the 16 Edw. III. along with divers earls and barons to 

a great council to be holden at Westminster, which was afterwards prorogued.* Subse- * Dugd. Luts 

quently he was summoned from the 37 to the 44 Edw. III. to the respective parliaments of 

those years. He was a Scotchman, and much employed in the affairs of that kingdom, and 

the 10 Edw. III. had the custody of the castle of Edinburgh committed to him, and was 

constituted sheriff of Edinburgh. t But Dugdale says, ^^ Further I shall not say of him, none t Ayloffes' 

Scotch duurts* 

of his posterity having been summoned to parliament.^^ He is stated to have married^ p. i69. 

Barbara, sister and coheir of Adam de Swinburn,^ and to have had a daughter Christian % CoUins's 

eventually his heiress, who married Sir John Middleton, of Belsay castle, county of ». leV]^^' " 

Northumberland, who with her obtained a large inheritance. She died circ. 9 Hen. y.§ $ Each. n. 54, 
seised of the manor of Burneton, in the county of Northumberland. Sir Harris Nicolas 

observes, II "If this statement be correct , this barony is vested in her descendants and re- li Synopsis 

, ^, ,, Yol. ii. p. 618. 

presentatives." 

Wallis in his History of Northumberland,^ states that Burneton was given by pa- ^ Vol. iL, p. 
tent (which he cites) the 34 Edw. III., to Sir John de Stryvelin, and that John de Mid- ^^^' 
dleton, and Christian his wife, were jointly seised of the same, viz : '^Dicunt Juratores, 
&c., quod Christiigia nuper uxor Johannis de Middleton, militis, defuncti tenuit die quo 
obiit communiter feoffata cum pradicto Johanne, nuper viro suo, manerium et Villam de 
Burnton juxta Bambrugh, in comit. Northumb. et advocationem cantarise capellee dicti 
manerii, &c. Et dicunt quod Johannes Middleton, miles est heeres propinquior, et filius 
dictorum Johannis Middleton, militis, defuncti, et ChristianaB, uxoris ejus, et est eetatis 
Ix. et amplius.'^** ** Esch. lo 

Hen. v., n. 54. 



SUDLEY.— (28 Edw. I.) 

Harold, son of Ralph, earl of Hereford, according to Dugdale, but according to other 
writers, base son of king Harold, held divers manors at the time of the general survey, 
whereof Sudley was one, from which his son and heir 



n^ 
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John assumed the name of Sudley ; as Robert his brother did that of Ewias from 
residing at that place. From the said John descended through several mesne descents, 
* Otig.SEdw. Bartholomew de Sudley, who died the 8 Edw. I.,* leaving John his son and heir, 

I., Rot. 13, , . , 

War. & Glou. WniCh 

John de Sudley had summons to parliament from the 28 Edw. I. to the 14 Edw. 
II., and was summoned to the coronation of that monarch ; but never had summons after 
the 14th, though he did not die till the 10 Edw. III. In the 26 Edw. I. (if he be the 
same^ person) he was summoned to Carlisle, equis et armis, by the name of ^'Jokn de 
Sidey, and in the writ was denominated a baron, the persons then summoned being dis- 
tinguished by their respective ranks. In the 29 Edw. I. he was one who in the parlia- 
ment at Lincoln affixed their seals to the letter to the pope, being then written ^^ Johannes 
Dominus de SuUe. None of his descendants were ever after summoned, and the barony 
t Vide Boteler eventually passed by an heir general into the family of Boteler. f 

Bartholomew de Sadley, ob. 8 Edw. L^nJoane, daughter of William de Beanchamp, Bail of Warwick. 

John de Sudley, summoned to parliament 28 Edw. I., ob. 10 Edw. 111.=?= , daughter of John Lord Say. 

Bartholomew, ob. vi. pat. — Imq, 20 Bdw. XT.^Maud, d. of John, & sia. & ooh. to Peter de Montfort of Beaudeaert. 

John de Sudley, heir to hia grandfather, «t. 30, ob. 14 Edw. III.=^E]eanor, daughter of Robert Lord Scales. 

John, ob. a. p., Margaret, Margery, married Robert Joane, sistet^WiUiam Boteler 

41 Edw. in. 8. p. Massey, s. p. and coheir. | of Wemme. 

Thomaa Boteler, nephew and heir of John de Sudley .^Alicia, daughter of John Beauchamp of Powick. 

I ' 

Ralph Boteler, son and heir. 



SUTTON DE DUDLEY.— (16 Edw. III.) 

John de Sutton^ who married Margaret, one of the sisters and coheirs of John de 
t Vide Somen. Someri,j: lord of Dudley — ^and in the partition of the inheritance acquired the castle of 

Dudley — was of a perfectly distinct family from that of Sutton of Holdemess, in the 
$ Vide Sutton, coimty of Tork.§ He was son of Richard de Sutton^ by Isabel his wife, daughter of 
II TideBanka' Rotheric, the SOU of Grriffin;|| which Richard was son of Hugh de Sutton, who married 
S^'. * ofi' Elizabeth, daughter and heir of William Patrick, lord of a moiety of the barony of Mal- 
>nd ii- pAS,^ one of the palatinate baronies of the earldom of Chester. This John de Sutton 

Geneai., pen ^^ts succeeded by his son 
^ httt John de Sutton, who^ the 16 Edw. III. had summons among the earls and barons 

to a great council to be holden at Westminster, and in the writ is styled '^ Johanni de 

ft There was a Jokn de SuUey the king's Chamheriain.— fPa/. Bot.f 34 Bdw. /., m. 10.) He was one of the 
coheirs of the barony of Toriton, co. Deron, and might be the penon then summoned, and not BudUy, 



Bar. GeneaL 
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Suitan de Duddek/' as the other John in the same writ* is styled ^^Johanni de Sutton de * ^>^ L>«ta 

of QnvMiM 

Holdemesse ;^'' but he was not again summoned, and died the 33 Edw. III., leaving 

John de Sutton his son and heir, who never had summons ; nor had John his son 
and heir, who died the 8 Hen. IV., leaving 

John hb son and heir, according to Dugdale ; but as other authmties state,t his f Edmondson 
grandson and heir being son of John his eldest son, who died before him, in 1401 ; which 

John de Sutton was at his grandfather's death in minority. He afterwards became 
a person of much action in his time ; and by Hen. VI. was made a Ejdight of the Garter. 
He had summons to parliament from the 28 Hen. VI* to the 22 Edw. IV., and died 
about that year, when he was succeeded by his grandson and heir, 

John de Sutton, who was son of Edmund his eldest son, who died vit& patris. This 
John had summons to parliament from the 1 Richard III. to the 3 Hen. VII. by the 
same denomination as his grandfather, viz : de Dudley. He died shortly after, circ. 1487, 
leaving 

Edward de Sutton his son and heir, who had summons from the 7 Hen. VII. to the 
21 Hen. VIII., and deceased the year following, when he was succeeded by 

John de Sutton, his son and heir, who sold the castle of Dudley to John de Dud- 
ley, lord L'llsle, (after duke of Northumberland,) who much coveted the same, and 
taking advantage of the weak intellects of its possessor, and the debts with which he had 
entangled himself, thereby achieved his object. Thus he was never summoned to parlia- 
ment,^ and thenceforth bore the name of the lord quondam^ an instance that title is no 
longer respected than when attended with property. 

* Sir Harris Nicolas in his notes on this ftuooilj, (S^nopeU, tnl. t., p. 206^, obsenres that it is presoined the 
John de Sutton, who, without addition to his name, was snmmoned to parliament the 17 and 18 Bdw. II., was the 
husband of Margaret de Somen, and snmmoned Jure tforom. It might be so, bat it is certain that none of the Snt- 
tons, of Dudley, were summoned as of Holdernen, though Sir Harris Nicolas CSynopsii, vol. <t., p, 629^ presumes 
thvy were, ^le mystification followed by the author in the second Tolume of his Doimsnt and Extinct Baronage, 
arising from Dugdale not baling giTen any account of the fiunUy of Sutton, of Holdemess, though the writ of the 16 
Edw. III., shows they were two families. The surmise of Sir Harris i^pears so ht well founded, that it was 
John de Sutton, the husband of Margaret de Someri, who was snmmoned the 17 and 18 Edw. II. In as much as 
Dugdale says that the 19 Edw. II., he passed away the castle and manor of Dudley to Hugh, son of Hugh Despenoer, 
so that being then dispossessed of the barony, he was not summoned after. But the 1 Bdw. III. he had restitution 
of it, and his successors had summons accordingly. 

^ From this John nerer being summoned to parliament alter his alienation of Dudley Castle, it nuiy be inferred 
that the barony was considered as one by prescription, the right whereto had descended in succession to each posses- 
sor from the time of Genrase PSganel : for if it was a barony first created by writ of summons, he was entitled to be 
called to parliament, wfaedier or not he possessed Dudley Ca8tie,,or any property whatsoever. It would be Invidious 
to name cerfesin noblemen who at present sit, without having an acre of the baronial land which <mce was holden by 
their ancestors. Their rank obtains for them many useless places, and ^>pointments, as it obtains for them an inter- 
esting influence with the ministers of the day, to have pensions conferred on them, which an overburthened people 
have to pay. 

VOL. I. Eee 
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Edward de Sutton, his son and heir, was restored to the castle of Dudley by letters 

patent, dated 4 November and 31 December, the 3 and 4 Philip and Mary, the same 

haying come to the crown by the attainder of the duke of Northumberland, and he had 

* Dngd. Lists siunmons to parliament from the 1 and 2 Philip and Mary* to the 28 queen Elizabeth, 

of Siimm. - i_ I* 1 1 

when he died, leavmg 

Edward de Sutton, his only son, to succeed him, who had summons from the 35 
queen Elizabeth to the 15 Charles I., and died circ. 1643. His only son Ferdinando 
having died in his lifetime, left issue a sole daughter and heiress Frances, who on the 
death of her grandfather became entitled to the barony. It is stated that the lord Dud- 
ley being much embarrassed in his fortune, made application to a Mr. William Ward, a 
rich citizen of London, who by a peculiar fortuitous circumstance in trade had become 
extremely wealthy/ to advance him a sum of money, which the crafty and aspiring citi- 
zen consented to do, on condition of the marriage of the lord's granddaughter, and bar- 
onial heiress, the aforesaid Frances Sutton, with his (Mr. Ward's) eldest son, Mr. Humble 
Ward. Thus the barony of Dudley came into the Ward family, as under the title Dud- 
t Vide Dudley ley has already been shown.f 



SWILLINQTON.— (20 Edw. II.) 

Adam de Swillington, so named from the lordship of Swillington, in the West Riding 

of the county of York, had summons to parliament from the 20 Edw. II. to the 2 

^ Dvgd. Lisu Edw. III.,t but never after, nor any of his descendants, of whom no account is to 

of Snmni. . , 

be found in Dugdale's Baronage, nor in Sir Harris Nicolas^s Synopsis. 
h P. 36. Mr. Blore, in his History of South Winfield,§ gives a short pedigree of the family, 

by which it appears that Adam de Swillington had a son Robert, whose son Thomas de 
Swillington left a daughter and heiress Elizabeth, who married Robert Sampson, of the 
county of Suffolk, and was aged twenty-one and upwards the 8 Hen. VL, in whose heirs 
representatives the barony of Swillington, if any can be deemed created by the writs of 
summons to Adam her great-grandfather, may be presumed to be vested. 



SWYNERTON.— (11 Edw. III.) 

Roger de Swynbrton, whose name is supposed to have been assumed from the lord- 
ship of Swynerton, in the county of Stafford, was summoned to parliament the 11 Edw. 
I Dugd. lisu III., II by writ dated 18 August, but previous thereto he had been summoned to a council 

• Vide this circamftance in Banks's " GrauieMr qfTYadeand Commerce,'* or *'Hi9twry qfMereanHie iVoM/t'ty." 
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at Stamford, by writ dated 2S April, and had also a summons to a subsequent one, to be 
holden at Westminster, by writ dated 21 June ; but excepting in these three writs of 
summons, there is not any further mention made of his name in a baronial character. 

An old Visitation of the county of Chester states that Sir Roger de Swynerton, by 
Matilda his wife, had issue Sir Thomas, who married Matilda (or Maud), daughter of Sir 

Robert Holland, and was father of Robert who by Elizabeth his wife, daughter of r 

Booth had Sir Robert, whose wife was Elizabeth, daughter and heir of Sir Nicholas 
Beke, by whom he left Maud his daughter and heir, who married first, William Ipstone, 
by whom she had issue William who died s.p.. Christian, aged six the 1 Hen. IV., and 
Alicia, aged three ; her second husband was Humphrey Peshall, and her third. Sir John 
Savage of Clifton. 



TALBOT.— (4 Edw. III.) 

Whether this ancient family was in England before the conquest, according to Mr. 
Lodge,* or only became settled there about that era, is of little consequence. It has « 1^^ p^er. 
flourished ever since in that high rank of nobility, and with the very rare instance of a "S*^'*' p«333. 
continued race of male descendants to the present day. 

Gilbert Talbot, in the time of Edw. I., having married Guentlian, daughter, and 
eventually heir of Rhue Ap Griffith, prince of South Wales, his son 

Richard Talbot relinquished his own coat armour, and assumed that of his mother, 
viz: *^G,y a Lion rampant tvithin a Bordure, Or.^^ Though not summoned as a baron to 
the parliament at Lincoln the 29 Edw. I., he nevertheless was one of those who affixed 
their seals to the memorable letter to the pope, — ^being written, '^Bicardus Talbot de 
Eccle8weU.f' t !>««*. liitf 

of S innm . 

Gilbert Talbot, his son and heir, had summons to parliament the 4 Edw. III., as 
'* Gilbert Talbot;" and in the same writi^ is mentioned the name of ^^ Richard Talbot" t Ibid. 
He was afterwards summoned by the same description to the 17 Edw. III.; and died 
circ. 20 Edw. III., leaving 

Richard Talbot his son and heir, who in his lifetime had also been summoned to 
parliament in and from the said 4 Edw. III.; and after his father's death to the 29 Edw. 
III., inclusive, shortly after when he deceased, the 30 Edw. III. He married Elizabeth, 
daughter and coheir of John Comyn, of Badenagh, by Joan his wife, sister and coheir of 
Aymer de Valence, earl of Pembroke ;§ and left issue § ^^ Dorm. 

Gilbert Talbot, his son and heir, who had summons from the 36 Edw. III. to the yoL iii. ' 
10 Ric. II., inclusive ; and died the following year, 1387^ leaving, among other issue, 

Richard Talbot, his son and heir, who having married Ankaret, sister, and eventually 
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* Vide Strange sole heir of John baron le Strange, of Blackniere,* had summons to parliament viti patris, 
from the 7 to the 11 Ric IL, as ^'Richardo Talbot de Blackmere Ch^v'rJ' It is rather 
singular that in the said writ of the 11 Ric. IL (having succeeded his father) he is twice 
mentioned; first as ^'Richard Talbot de Ooderche Castle f^ and secondly as *^ Richard 
Talbot de Blakemere :^ but in the following years, to the 17 Ric. IL, inclusive, as ^^Rich- 
ard Talbot de Ooderiche Castle.^' He died in 1396, and was succeeded by his son and 
heir, 

Gilbert Talbot, who had summons from the 5 Hen. IV. to the 5 Hen. V., as ''6tf- 
bert Talboty'^ without any addition to his name. He was twice married ; but by his first 
wife, Joan, second surviving daughter of Thomas Plantagenet, duke of Gloucester, had 

t liodge'slrish issue only a daughter Ankaret, who dying an infant in the fourth year of her age,t his 

PieencOy Dog. ... 

▼oi. i., p. 328. honours, for want of surviving issue, devolved upon 

John Talbot, his next brother and heir ; who having married Maud, eldest daughter 

and coheir of Thomas Neville lord |Fumival, was summoned to parliament (vit&^fratris) 

from the 11 Hen. IV. to the 8 Hen. V., as ^^Johanni Talbot lytCs de Furm/val; and 

from the 3 to the 13 Hen. VL, as ^'Joharmi TMot MUitu'^ He was afterwards created 

earl of Shrewsbury by Hen. VL; from which period his baronial honours became meigcd 

in the higher dignity, and so continued, till by the death of Gilbert, the seventh earl of 

t Vide BankB' Shrewsbury,^ without issue male surviving (anno 1616) the earldom devolved upon his 

Baron. & Col- brother and heir male, Edward ; and the baronies of Talbot, Strange of Blackmere, and 

lini's Peerage. Purnivall fell into abeyance between his three daughters and coheirs, viz : Mary, who 

married William, earl of Pembroke ; Elizabeth, who married Henry Grey, earl of Kent ; 

and Alatheia, who wedded Thomas Howard, earl of Arundel. 

Hie issue of Mary and Elizabeth failing, the abeyance is presumed to have become 
terminated, and the aforesaid baronies to be in abeyance between the coheirs general of 
the said Thomas, earl of Arundel, who now are the lords Stourton and Petre. 



TALBOT OF RICHARDS CASTLE. 

Richard Talbot, a youpger brother to Gilbert, who was summoned to parliament the 
4 Edw. IIL, married Joan, daughter and coheir of Hugh Mortimer, of Richards Castle, 
in the county of Hereford, and in the partition of the inheritance acquired that seignory ; 
but neidier he nor any of his descendants were ever summoned to parliament. It is, 
nevertheless, to be considered, whether as Hugh de Mortimer was summoned to parlia- 
^ ment the 25 and 27 Edw. I., provided those writs created a descendable barony, an in- 
terest therein is not vested in the heirs representative of the said Richard Talbot, of 
l^^jde Mor- ^j^^j^^ ^^ account has been before given.§ 



BABONIA ANGLICA GONGBNTBATA. 429 

TALBOYS.— (21 Hen. VIII.) 

Gilbert Talbots was summoned to parliament the 21 Hen. VIII.^ as lord Talboys of 

Kyme ; and then making his first entry into the parliament chamber^ paid the demand 

made by the Garter king of arms for ordering the lords' seats^and registering their names.* * Dug. Lists 

He was son of Sir Gteorge Talboys, knt., lineally descended from Sir Henry Taylboys, 497^00*. ^^' 

by Elizabeth his wife, daughter and heir of Gilbert Burdon, (or Barrodon,) by Elizabeth 

his wife, sister and heir to Gilbert de Umfraville, earl of Angus,t and daughter of Robert, f Vide Angus. 

earl of Angus, by Lucy his wife, sister and heir to William baron de Kyme, in the 

county of Lincoln.]: ' % Vide Kyme. 

This Gilbert lord Taylboys married Elizabeth, daughter of Sir John Blount ;^ and 
had two sons, George and Robert, who both died s. p., and a daughter Elizabeth, who 
became his heir. This lady married, first, Thomas Wimbish, esq.; and secondly, Ambrose 
Dudley, earl of Warwick, but had not any issue by either of her husbands ; and as such, 
on her death, the barony created by the writ of summons to Gilbert her father became 
extinct: but such interest as he had in the ancient barony of Kyme devolved in abeyance 
between his three sisters, or their heirs representative ; of which sisters, Elizabeth married 
Sir Christopher Willoughby, knight ; Cecilia married, first, William Ingleby, of Ripley^ 
in the county of York, esq. ; and secondly, John Tomey, esq. ; Anne married first, Sir 
Edward Dymoke, knight ; and secondly Sir Robert Carr, knight. In the partition of the 
lands, the old castle of Kyme came into the Dymoke &mily, and long continued in it, till in 
die last century, it was alienated into the possession of strangers. The present Sir Henry 
Dymoke is not the immediate heir to the Kyme barony, the Dymoke interest therein 
being vested in the family of Heywood ; or if extinct, then in the heirs representatives 
of the sisters and coheirs of Champion Lewis Dymoke, who died in 1760, s«p.§ § Vide Banks's 

It is here to be observed that Mr. Wymbish having married the daughter and heir ^^' ^ '*"' 
of Gilbert lord Talboys, claimed to he jure uxoris, lord Talboys ; but upon solemn argu- 
ment, the king himself being present, it was resolved — 

^^ That no man, husband of a baroness, in her right should use the title of her dig- 
nity until he had a child by her, whereby he should become tenant by curtesy of her 
barony ^' whereupon, Mr. Wimbish failed in his demand. 

On this occasion it is said that the king moved this question, viz : — 

^^ If the crown of England should descend to his daughter, whether her husband 
should use the style of England ?'^ 

* She survived hiniy and renuurried Edward Clinton, first earl of Lincoln ; but by king Hen. VIII. had a natural 
son Henry Fits Roy, whom his fiither created dnke of Richmond in the seventeentii year of his reign, which intimates 
that the lord Talboys owed his creation to having married the king's concabine, his writ of summons being the 21 of 
Hen. VIII. 
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The Chief-justice answered: not by right — ^but by ffrace; because the crown of Eng- 
land is out of the law of curtesy ; but if it were subject thereto, then it was clear. 



r 



TATSHALL.— (45 Hen. III., and 23 Edw. I.) 



* Baron toI. ii. 
p. 440. 



'J 



»■.• 



Eu0O, a Norman adventurer, acquired the lordship of Tatshall, in the county of Lincoln, 
temp. William the Conqueror, from which his family became cognominated. From him 
descended 

Robert de Tatshall, who married Mabel, (or Amabel,) one of the sisters and coheirs 
to Hugh, the last Albini, earl of Arundel ; and in the partition of the inheritance had 
the manor and castle of Buckenham, in the county of Norfolk. This Robert, according 
to Dugdale,* died 33 Hen. III., leaving Robert his son and heir aged twenty-six; who, 
paying one hundred pounds for his relief, had livery of his inheritance. This 

Robert de Tatshall (to follow the words of Dugdale) in the 54 Hen. III., upon par- 
tition of the lands of Ralph Fitz-Ranulph, lord of Middleham, in the county of York, 
had in right of Joan his ivifey second of the three daughters of the said Ralph, the manor 
of Well, and a moiety of the woods belonging to the lordship of Snape, and died in the 
1 Edw. I., seised of Buckenham, with the castle ; as also of Tatshall, with the castle, &c., 
leaving 

Robert de TatshaU, his son, and heir, then twenty-four years of age, who doing his 
homage, had livery of his lands. This Robert died the 26 Edw. I.,* being seised of a 
moiety of the manor of Well, &c., in right of Joan his wifey daughter and coheir of Ralph 
FltZ'Ramdphy above mentioned,* (who it is to be observed, he had before made the wife 
of his father) leaving Robert his son and heir, then aged twenty-four years, who in his 
childhood, took to wife Eve, the daughter of Robert de Tibetot, and the 26 Edw. I., 
doing his homage, had livery of his whole inheritance, saving to Joan his mother, her 
reasonable dower. He afterwards died the 31 Edw. I., leaving Robert his son and 
heiiy fifteen years of age. Now, if Robert was only twenty-four years of age at his father's 
death, the 26 Edw. I., he could only have been in his thirtieth year at the time of his 
own decease, the 31 Edw. I.; when, to have left a son ^ged fifteen, must have been a 
very nimble course of generation. This son is said to have died the 34 Edw. I., s. p., 
when Dugdale proceeds to say, that Thomas, the son of Adam de Caily, then aged 
twenty-four; and Isabel, the wife of John Orreby, aged twenty-nine, were found his 
next heirs. 

Through all this statement Dugdale has not once alluded to any one of the Roberts 



» A MS. pedigree, penes auctore, names her /mri, daughter of 



NenU. 
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having at any time been summoned to parliament, whereas it appears from the respective 

Clause Rolls,* that • :f^.."* 

Robert de Tatshall had smnmons to the parliament called by the king's writ to meet 
in London the 45 Hen. III.,t which Robert was probably the same who died the 1 '^^^^^^^ 

*^ ^ oftheWntm 

Edw. I. After him, another toI. ii. 

Robert de Tatshall is mentioned to have been summoned to parliament the 23, 24, 
and 25 Edw. I.,! and the name of Robert is also contained in the writ equis et armis to t Dugd. Usti 
Carlisle the 26 Edw. I., where "he is designated a baron ; those then summoned being all 
distinguished by their respective rank of comites vel barones ; but if he was dead in the 
said 26 Edw. I., the writ might refer to 

Robert de Tatshall, his son, who had summons the 27, 28, and 30 Edw. I., and was 
one of those who in the parliament at Lincoln the 29 Edw. I., affixed his seal to the 
letter to the pope,§ being then styled ^*RobertiiS de Tattesfialle^ Dominua de Buckefiham.^' h 'Wd. 

This Robert deceased, as before mentioned, the 31 Edw. I., leaving his early begot- 
ten son 

Robert de Tatshall, who died 34 Edw. I., s.p., when tiie inheritance became divided, 
as recited by Dugdale, and in the heirs representatives of those coheirs, the barony, if 
any was created by the writs of summons, may probably be considered as now vested. || ii Vide Clifton, 
But if the writs of summons from the 23 to the 30 Edw. I. be looked upon as relating Kneyett, &e. 
to one and the same person, then the barony would be extinct. 

Dugdale has omitted a third coheir, viz: Joan, who married Driby, firom whom 

descended the lords Cromwell, of Tatshall.1[ T Vide 

Cromwell. 



THWENGE.— (22 Edw. L) 

Op this ancient family which were lords of Ealton castie, in Cleveland, in the county of 
York, was 

Marmaduke de Twenge, who married Lucia, one of the sisters and coheirs of Peter, 
the last Brus baron of Skelton, in the county of York, and had summons to parliament 
the 22 Edw. I., but no more. By the said Lucia de Brus his wife, he had issue several 
sons, whereof the eldest, 

Robert de Twenge, never had summons to parliament, and died leaving a daughter 
and heiress Lucie, who married William le Latimer, from whom she was divorced, and 
afterwards married Nicholas de Meinill, or rather, as it is said, was his concubine, and 
had by him a bastard son Nicholas.** She was again married to, or became the concu- **i^deMdai]] 
bine successively of, Bartholomew de Fancourt and Robert de Everingham. 

Marmaduke de Twenge, brother and heir male to Robert, was a famous soldier, and 



r 
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a person of special note in his time, and had summons to parliament from the 35 Edw. 
* Vide eopy of I.* to the 16 Edw. II., inclusive, about when, or shortly after, he died, leaving by Isabel 
his wife, daughter of Robert de Ross, of Igmanthorpe, three sons, viz : William, Robert, 
and Thomas ; and also three daughters, Lucy, Margaret, and Catherine. Of the sons, 

William de Thwenge had summons the 18 Edw. II., but never after, and died the 15 
Edw. III., s.p., leaving 

Robert de Thwenge his brother and heir, who was a priest, and died soon after in 
the 18 Edw. III., being succeeded by 

Thomas de Thwenge his next brother, also a priest, and rector of the church of Ly- 
thum, where he founded a chantry in the parochial church for twelve priests to pray for 
the souls of himself and ancestors, and the souls of William, Robert, JohUy and Nicholas, 
his brothers, being the only mention made tiiat he had such brothers, who probably 
died young in their father's lifetime. He died the 48 Edw. III., when the descen* 
ants of his three sisters, whereof Lucy married Sir Robert Lumley, knight ; Mai^aret, 
Sir Robert de Hilton, knight; and Catherine, Sir Ralph D'Aubenie, knight, became his 
coheirs, and in their heirs representative the barony of Thwenge may be considered vested 
t Vide Lnm- in abeyanocf 

ley cue of Dr. 
Lloyd. 

TIBETOT.— (1 Edw. II.) 

tRoUaofP^L Robert de Tibetot, in the 6 Edw. I., is recorded]: to have been in the .parliament 

i'> ?• • ^^ Westminster, in that year when Alexander, king of Scotland, did homage to king 

Edward.^ He was also in that parliament the 18 Edw. L, when the barons granted to 

the king such aid for the marriage of his daughter, as his father, king Henry, had in time 

TKid 25 ^^'^^^ '§ ^^^ there is not upon record any writs of summons to the said parliaments.^ 

Tbia Robert died circ. the 26 Edw. I., and was succeeded by his son 

Pain de Tibetot, who had summons to parliament from the 1 to the 7 Edw. II., 
and by Agnes his wife, daughter of William de Ross, of Hamlake, left 

John de Tibetot his son and heir, who was summoned from the 9 to the 39 Edw. 
III., inclusive, and died the 41. He married Margaret, sister and coheir of GKles lord 
Badlesmere, by whom, in the division of that great inheritance, he considerably increased 
his estate. His eldest son John having predeceased him, he was succeeded by 

a dumim de St. Join Baptist (1278) the Statates of Glonoecter were made 4 October. — (Parliamentarj Re- 
port of the commenoeiiient, aiQoariimeDty and prorogation of parliaments firom tiie 9 Hen. III. to the 2 William and 
Mary, anno 1690). 

b Post Festom St. Hillarii et post Pascha (1290) parliament at Clyston li die St. Michaelis in unum mensem. — 
(Ibid.) 



^ 
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Robert, his next surviving son and heir ; which Robert was summoned in the 42 
and 44 Edw. III.; and deceased the 46, leaving Maud* his wife, daughter of William 
lord Deincourt surviving, and three daughters his coheirs, viz : Margaret, who married 
Roger, second lord Scroope, of Bolton, lately represented by Charles Jones, esq., (de- 
ceased 1843); Milioent, who married Stephen le Scroope, (brother to Roger,) represented 
by William Scroope, of Castlecomb, in the county of Wilts, esq.;^ and, Elizabeth, who 
married I%ilip le Despenser,® represented by the now baroness of Wentworth ; and Anne 
Isabella lady Byron. 



TIBETOT— (4 Hen. VI.) EARL OP WORCESTER.— (27 Hen. VI.) 

John de Tibetot, son and heir of Pain de Tibetot, a yoimger son of John de Tibetot, 
by Margaret de Badlesmere, (but according to Blore, not by her, but by another wife, 
Elizabeth, widow of Sir Thomas Wauton,) had summons to parliament from the 4 to 
the 20 Hen. VI., as ^^Johanni Tiptoft CKVr!^ Dugdale affirms that he bore the title of 
^^Lord Tiptoft and Potvys :" yet the writs of summons never mention him by that latter 
designation ;* though it is probable his being called to parliament was in consequence of * Dugd. Listi 
his having married Joice, one of the sisters and coheirs of Edward baron Cherleton, who ^""^^ 
was lord of Powys, in Wales ;t by which marriage he obtained a considerable inheritance, f vide Cher- 
He died the 21 Hen. VI.; and was succeeded by ^*®"- 

John de Tiptoft, (or Tibetot,) his son and heir, then in minority ; who was created 
earl of Worcester the 27 Hen. VI., having just become of age. He was a person 
of very great acquirements, and held many high offices in the time of Hen. VI. and 
Edw. IV. and was a Knight of the Oarter : yet, after all, having become obnoxious to the 
Lancastrians, and acquired the envy of the Yorkists, he fell a sacrifice to party, j: and t Vide Banks' 
was eventually beheaded on Tower Hill, and buried at the Black Friars, in London, the siman. toI. ii. 
10 Edw. IV. He was twice married ; first to Elizabeth, daughter of Robert Greyndour, 
by whom he had a son John, who died the day he was bom — as did his mother ; his 

« 

* Tbia Maud is called lilargaret by Hunter in his Deanery of Doncaster, (toI. i., p. 326), who states that she 
is said to have remarried John Cheney. 

^ His only ohild Emma Phips Scroope married, in 1821, George Julius Buncombe Powlett Thompson, esq., 
who thereupon had the royal licence to take the name of Scroope. 

o Leland and Collins assert that she married, first, M^lliam le Scroope, earl of Wiltshire, and secondly, Philip le 
Despenser. In Blomfield's Norfolk, (folio edition, yoI. t., p. 1550) Mai^garet Tibetot is said to have remarried John 
Nicandser, and Milioent Tibetot to have remarried Sir John Falstoff, K.G., the espousals being made in Ireland, when 
Shr John and Sir Gilbert UmfhiTill were bound in a bond to Stephen Scroope, archdeacon of Richmond, to pay her 
one hundred pounds a year for Ufb. 

VOL. I, vS 
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second wife was EiUzabeth, widow of Sir Roger Corbet, daughter of Thomas, and sister 
* Hetrne's to Sir Walter Hopton, and one of the heirs of Sir William Lucy, knt.,* by which wife he 
p. 511!^'^^' ^^ iasae Edward, his son and heir, but having been attainted his honours were forfeited* 

Edward de Tiptoft, his said son and heir, was restored in blood, but he died unmar- 
ried in 1485, whereby his aunts (sisters to John his &ther) became his coheirs, viz. : 
Fhilippa, who married Thomas lord Roos, represented by the present lord de Roos, and 
t Tide Rom. the Other coheirs of the barony of de Roos ;t Joan, who married Sir Eklmund Ingoldes- 
t yide Mod- Ihorpe, represented by the coheirs of John Nevill, marquess of Montague ;% and Joice, 
^*^^' who married Edmund, son and heir of John lord Dudley, represented by the coheirs of 

f VideDodley. ^^^ barony of I>udley.§ 

Mbmorials of thb Tiptofts, 

In the Qrtj Friars, at Norwich, founded by the lord Tiptoft. 
Buried — Sir Robert Tiptoft, knt., and Dame Una, his wife ; Sir Robert Tiptoft, the 
younger ; Maigaret, wife of Sir John Tiptoft ; Robert Tiptoft, Esq. ; Eliisabeth Lady 
Spencer, wedded to Sir Philip Spencer, daughter of Robert THptoft ; Philip, George, and 
Elizabeth, children of Sir Philip Spencer ; Joan, daughter of Sir Hugh Spencer. 

Dbanb Michabl, Co. Olouc. 

John Tiptoft, earl of Worcester^ married Elizabeth^ daughter of Robert, only son of 
Sir John Ghreyndour, on whose attainder and death, in 1471, the manor reverted to Alice, 
second wife of Thomas Baynham, daughter of William Walweyne, grandson of Sir John 
Greyndour. 



TONL— (27 Edw. I.) 

Ralph db Toni is said to have been standard bearer to William the Conqueror, at 
the great and dedsive battle of Hastings, and as a reward for his eminent services had 
given to him divers lordships in several counties ; from him descended 

Robert de Toni, who the 26 Edw. I. had simimons equis et armis to Carlisle, and in 
H Dwed liiti ^^® ^^ ^ ^^^^°^^^^^^ ^ ^^o^» ^ose summoned on that occasion being all Styled by their 
of Svinm. respective ranks of camites vel baronesJ^ He had afterwards summons to parliament from 
1 Edw. II., * ^^ 27 Edw. I. to the 4 Edw. II. inclusive, and was summoned to that king's coronation.^ 
Tide Toi. n. i^ ^g parliament at Lincoln, the 29 Edw. L, he was one of those eminent persons who 
of Su^. affixed their seals to the letter written by the barons to the pope,"*^ by the designation of 
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^^ Robertas de Tanny Domimus de castro MatiUis/^ \He died drc. 4 Edw. IL, s*p., leaving 

Alice^ his sister and heir^ who married, first, Thomas Leybonme ; secondly, Guy de 

Beauchamp, earl of Warwick, and surviying him, is said to have married thirdly, WiUioBi 

le Zouche, of Ashby. Dugdale has not noticed this Robert to have been ever smnmoned 

to parliament; but Banks, in his Baronage,* has remarked this, and mentioned the * Dorm, and 

several parliaments to which he was summoned; this remark Sir Harris Nicolas in his p. 421^ *' ' '' 

Synopsis,t has adopted as a shrewd observation of his own. t VoLiL,p.645 



TREGOZ.— (25 Edw. I.) 

Robert Tregoz had summons to that parliament called by the king's writ to meet in 
London the 45 Hen. III.]; He was afterwards slain in the battle of Evesham. His son % c<mj of 

John de Tregoz had summons to parliament in the 25 and 27 Edw. I., but no more, ^"^"^ ^^ ". 
and died leaving two daughters his coheirs, viz : Clarice, who married Roger de la Warre,§ i ^^ ^ ^ 
and Sybil, who was wife of Sir William Grandison. Gnadison. 

Robert de IVegos, of Ewyas,* jure nxor.^^ibil, or Sybilla, daughter and heir of Robert de Ewyaa. 

I — ' 

Robert de Tregox, slain at Eveaham.^Jiilia, or Julian de Cantilupe. 

1. John de Ttegos, summoned to parliamen1^Mabel» daughter of 2. Henry Tregoi, of Susaez. 

25 and 27 Edw. I., ob. circ. 1300. Fulk Fits Warine. (Vide toI. ii.) 

Clarice, dan. and ooheir.^Roger de la Warre. Sibil, or Sybilla, dan. and ooheir.^Willaim de Grandison. 

• VSneent, p. 985. 



TRUSSEL.— (22 Edw. I.) 

William Trussel is mentioned among diose who had summons to parliament the 22 

Edw. I. ;|| but the name does not again appear in ahy writs of summons till the 16 Edw. i Dugd. lists 

IIL, when another "^ ^''^' 

William Trussel (for from the length of time he cannot be considered the same per- 
son) had summons with divers earls and barons to attend a great council to be holden at 
Westminster,1[ but which is not called a parliament, though the words of the writ import f Ibid, 
it to be, to give advice on the urgent afiairs of the realm. His name however is not 
again recited in any subsequent writs of summons, so that it cannot be inferred that any 
inheritable barony was acquired under, or by virtue of, either of the said writs of sum- **VideBank'a 
mons, and in such respect a further account of the family appears unnecessary.** Baron. 
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TUCHET.— (28 Edw. I.) 

William Tuchbt had summons to parliament from the 28 to the 35 Edw. I. In the 
26 Edw. I. he had summons to Carlisle equis et aimis, and in the writ he is styled a 

* Dsgd. Lute baron,* as all who were then summoned were distinguished by their respective ranks. In 
the 29 Edw. I. he was one of the barons who in the parliament at Lincoln affixed their 
seals to the letter then written to the pope, being styled "WUlielmus Totichet Dominus de 
Levenhales/* But his name is not included in any writs of summons after the 35 Edw. 
I. It is presumed that he was ancestor to Sir John Tuchet, who married the coheiress 

t Yidt Attdley of Audley^f or that they were of the same family ; but the connexion has by no means 
been ever clearly shown. It is most probable that the immediate line of this William 
merged in female heirs. 



HENRY DE TYES.— (22 Edw. I.) 

The origin of this family is much controverted by Hornby in his animadversions on 
t P. 241, et Dugdale's Errors ;% but whether Hornby or Dugdale be the most correct is of little con- 
'**^^'^^* sequence as regards the period when it first obtained baronial rank by being called to 

parliament. 

Henry de Tyes had summons to parliament the 22 Edw. I., and from thence to the 

1 Edw. II. In the 26 Edw. I. he had summons equis et armis to Carlisle, and by the 

name of "Henr^ Tyei^' is styled a baron, those who were then summoned being all dis- 

§ Diig<L List! tinguished by their respective ranks.§ In the 29 Edw. I., by the denomination of ^Hen- 

°'' ricus de Tyes Dominus de Chilton/' he was one of those who in the parliament at Lincoln 

II Ibid. subscribed the letter to the pope,|| after when he died circ. 1 Edw. IL, and was succeeded 

by his son 

Henry de Tyes, who had summons from the 6 to the 14 Edw. II., but being con- 
cerned in the insurrection under the earl of Lancaster, he, with that earl, and divers 
other eminent persons, was taken prisoner at Boroughbridge, and was executed for his 
treason, at London, anno 15 Edw. II., leaving Alice his sister and heir, who married 
Warine de Lisle, in whose coheirs descendants the representation of this barony, if not 
f Vide Liale. affected by the aforesaid execution is now vested.^ 



WALTER DE TYES.— (27 Edw. I.) 

Of this Walter no mention occurs as to his connection with the family of Henry de 
by, pp. 245-6' Tycs,*'*' or whether of a distinct origin. He married Isabel de Steingreve, (or Steingrene) 
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daughter of John de Steingreve,* (or Steingrene) by Ida his wife, one of the coheirs of * ^'^^ Stdn- 

Joan de Beauchamp, coheiress of the last Beauchamp, baron of Bedford.f In the 26 f Tide Banluf 

Edw. I. he had summons to Carlisle equis et armis, and in the writ, where all summoned b!u^. ^d'i' 

were distinguished by their respective ranks^ was styled a baron. In the 27 Edw. L t Dvgd. Lifti 
he had summons to parliament, and from thence to the 1 Edw. II. inclusive, as also to "™™* 

the coronation of that king.§ In the 29 Edw. I. in the parliament at Lincoln, by the § ^ron. Rol 

• in ▼oL ii. 

description of ^^ Walterus de Tye, Dominus de Stangrove^^ he afBxed his seal to the letter 
then written to the pope. He died s.p. drc 18 Edw. II.,|| leaving his niece Margaret, II Orig.iSEd. 
daughter of his brother Roger de Tyes, his next heir ; but the barony created in him be- Bedf. ' 
came extinct. Dugdale has not noticed this Walter de Tyes to have been ever sum- 
moned to parliament, though in his Lists of Summons he has included his name. 



UFFORD.— (2 Edw. II.) 

Op this- family, according to Dugdale and other authorities,^ Robert, a younger son of H Camden, 
John de Peyton, of Peyton, in the county of Suffolk, becoming possessed of the lordship Peyton,' bart. 
of Ufford, in the said county, therefrom assumed his surname, which 

Robert de Ufford was for sometime Justice of Ireland, and died the 26 Edw. I., 
leaving by Mary his wife, widow of William de Say, Robert his son and heir, and Tho- 
mas a yoimger son, (unnoticed by Dugdale), who marned Eve, daughter and heir of John 
baron de Clavering.** The sud *♦ Vincent. 

Robert de Ufford had summons to parliament the 2, 3, 4, and 5 Edw. II., being the 
first of his family in the character of a baron. He died the 10 Edw. II., having married 
Cecily, one of the daughters and coheirs of Robert de Valoines, by whom he had issue 
Robert his son and heir, Ralph, and Edmund,*t and another son who was archbishop of *t Dogd. Bar. 
Canterbury, elect, but whose name is not mentioned by Dugdale. • •» P- 

Robert, the eldest son and heir, was summoned to parliament from the 6 to the 10 
Edw. III., and in the following year was, by charter dated the 16 March,*} 1336, created *+ Chart, ii 
earl of Suffolk, with an habendum ^^ sibi et karedibus suis/^ thereby conferring upon him 51 & 52. ' 
an earldom descendable to his heirs general. He was a person of high note, eminent 
talents, and of great prowess, — very popular, in great favour with his sovereign, and sel- 
dom out of some distinguished employment. He married Margaret, daughter of Sir 
Walter de Norwich,*§ and had issue Robert his eldest son and heir apparent, who died *$ Tide Nor- 
before him s.p., having been summoned to parliament (or great council)*|| the 16 Edw. *|| p^g. ^2^^, 
III., by the description of " Robertua le XJffwd U FUz'^ He had issue also two other jt^j^^" ^^ 
sons, viz: William his successor, and Thomas*^ who died s.p., and three daughters Yorke'sUnioa 
hereafter mentioned. Upon his death the 43 Edw. III., he was succeeded by 282. * 
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William de Ufford his eldest surviving son, the second earl, who in his father's life- 
time had been summoned to parliament the 38 and 39 Edw. III. This earl like his 
father was a very popular man, and much regarded by the nation and the king, and died 
very suddenly as he was ascending into the parliament chamber, the 15 February, the 5 

*£8eh. 110.57. Richard IL, anno 1381.* He was twice married, first to Joan, daughter of Edward de 
Montacute, by Alice his wife, daughter and coheir of Thomas of Brotherton, earl of 
Norfolk, and secondly to Isabel, daughter of Thomas de Beauchamp, earl of Warwick. 

t BfOles, By his first wife he is saidt to have had four sons, viz : Robert, Thomas, William, and 

Ywk^s ' u^on ^d^ftf ^9 ^^o ^ predeceased him s.p.,* whereby on his decease s.p.8., his sisters became 

of Honor. his cohcirs, of which 

Cecily de Ufford married John lord Willoughby of Eresby, represented by the 
present lord Willoughby and the marquess of Cholmondeley ; Catherine de Ufford mar- 

t Vide Scales* ried Robert lord Scales ;{ and Margaret de Ufford married William Icnrd Ferrers, of 

fVideFerrors 6roby.§ 

ro J. Thus the barony of Ufford fell into abeyance between the heirs general representa- 

tive of these three ladies ; and the earldom of Suffolk, by virtue of its charter of creation, 
and limitation to Robert de Ufford, habendum '^Sibi et haredibus suis/^ must be consid- 
ered to be similarly vested ; although no peerage author has hitherto made any remark 
il Vide Deron. thereon. The late decision of the earldom of Devon || forms a precedent that the descent 
of a title must be guided by the words of the charter, or patent, which first created the 
dignity. 

JOHN DE UFFORD.— (34 Edw. III.) 

f Sjnopos, John de Ufford, called by Dugdale, and adopted by Sir Harris Nicolas,ir son of Ralph 
Tol.ii.,p.654. jg Ufford, (brother to Robert, first earl of Suffolk,) by Eve his wife, daughter and heir 
of John baron de Clavering, had summons to parliament the 34 Edw. III., but died the 
** Esch., year following, s.p., leaving Edmond de Ufford his brother and heir.** 

M|F "Wfjt^ TTT 

This statement is, however, controverted by Vincent, who says this John was son 
of Thomas, a younger son of Robert, the justice of Ireland, who was grandfather of Rob- 
ert, the first earl of Suffolk, and which Thomas, and not Ralph, married the said Eve de 
Clavering. This, indeed, appears evident from the Clause Rolls of the 2 E^w. II.; which 
recites, viz : ^^ Tliomas de Ufford et eandem Evam quam idem Thomas duxit in uxorem 
nono die Marcii o^ 2^.'^ It is also evident that Ralph could never be the husband of 
Eve, inasmuch as he died in the lifetime of Maud de Lancaster, (the widow of William 
de Burgh, earl of Ulster,) whom he married ; and by her had a daughter Maud, who mar- 

A Vide VinceQt't fevere animadyenioiii apon Ralph Brookey in tbe article of Suffolk, p. 498. 
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lied Thomas, earl of Oxford. Thus, if Eve had been a former wife, she must have died 
before him ; and if she had been his second wife (as said by Dugdale,) he could not have 
deceased before the said Maud. 

Robert de Ufford,* Jnttioe of Ireland, ob. 26 Edw. I.spBlarj, widow of William de Say. 



Robert, eldest son. — (Vide Table II.) Thomas de Ufford, a yomiger 8oii.^Eive de ClaTering. 

1. John de Ufford, sommoned to parliament, 2. Edmmid, brothei^Sibilla, daughter of 3. Hobert 

34 Edw. III., ob. s.p. 35 Edw. III. & heir, of Honford. | Simon Pierepont. de Uiford. 

Robert, buieii^Helen, or Alienor, daughter Ouier issue, died young. — 

at Langley. of Sir Thomas Felton. (Momui. Anffl., vol, t., p. 415. 

Elisabeth, or Ela, married Joane d«ySir William Bowet, SibOla, a Nun 

Richard Bowet, s.p. Ufford. I brother to Richard. at parking. 

Elisabeth, daughter and heir.n^ir lliomas Dacres. 

I ' 

Joan, daughter and heir, married Richard Flenes. 
• Vineeot, 396 in Coll. Aim. 



Memorials op the Ufford Family. 

Grey Friers, Norwich. — (Weever, 750.) 
Dame Elizabeth, wife of Sir Thomas Ufford, daughter of the earl of Warwick. 
The heart of Dame Petronil Ufford ; Dame Margery, amit of Sir Robert Ufford ; 
Elizabeth Ufford. 

Campsey. — (Ibid. 775.) 
Maud, sister to Henry, earl of Lancaster, first married to William de Burgh, earl of 
Ulster ; and after to Ralph de Ufford, C. J. of Ireland, founded a chantry, to pray for 
the souls of the said William de Burgh, and Ralph de Ufford, whose body was here 
interred. 

Woodbridge.— (Ibid. 752-3.) 
Buried in the Priory Church, viz, Joan St Philibert, daughter of the earl of Suffolk; 
Sir Robert de Ufford, and Dame Cecily his wife ; [Robert de Ufford, earl of Suffolk, and 
Dame Margaret his wife; Sir William de Ufford, second earl of Suffolk, and Isabel his wife. 

Langley.— (Ibid. 825-6.) 
Sir John Clavering obiit 1332 ; Sir John Ufford ; Sir Robert Ufford ; Sir Thomas 
Ufford ; Sir James Audley ; Dame Agnes Clavering ; Dame Eve Audley ; Dame Joan, 
daughter of Sir Robert Ufford, uxor Willielmi Bowet ; Sir Eklmund Ufford ; Sibilla, 
wife of Sir Edmund Ufford. 
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Augustine Friers. — (Weever, 804.) — Sir Robert Ufford. 



Black Friers, Dunwich. — (Ibid. 720.) 
Sir Ralph Ufford, and Dame Joane his wife ; Dame Joan Neyland, sister of the 
earl of Suffolk. 

Canterbury. — (Ibid. 222.) 
Here lieth obscurely buried John Ufford, brother to Robert, earl of Suffolk, Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury, but died of the plague before he received the Pall, or Consecra- 
tion, June 7; anno 1348 ; Andrew Ufford, Arch-Deacon of Middlesex, was his Adminis- 
trator. 

TABLE II. 

Robert de Ufford, Justice of Ireland, ob. 26 Edw. I.=pMary, widow of William de Say. 
I ' ■ ' ■ 1 



Robert de Ufford, summoned to parlia-=r=Cecily de 
ment 2 Edw. II., ob. 10 Edw. II. Yaloines. 



Thomas de Ufford, a younger 
son, married Eve de Clavering. 



Robert, created Earl=r=Margaret, dan. 
of Suffolk; ob. 43 of Sir Walter de 
Edw. III. I Norwich. 



John, Archbishop 
of Canterbury, ob. 
1348. 



Ralph,* =^Maud, widow 

ob. 20 of William, 

Edw. III. Earl of Ulster. 



— I 

Edmund, named 

in his brother's 

will. 



1 



I ■ 1 1 I I I 

Robert, 1. Joan, dau.^William, second=2. Isabel Thomas, s.p. 

ob. vi. of Edward de Earl of Suffolk, de Beau- Cecily mar. John Lord Willoughby. 

pat.s.p. Montacute. I ob. 5 Ric. II. champ. Catherine mar. Robert Lord Scales. 

-l Margaret m. William Lord Ferrers of Groby. 



T 



Maud^Hiomas 
Earl of 
Oxford. 



Robert. Thomas. William. Edward. 
(All died vit& patris without issue.) 



Robert,t Earl of Oxford, ob. s.p. 



* It woald appear from Blomfield's Norfolk that he had a aon John Ufford, rector of Hingham, who by his will left a legacy to hia 
liater Maud, a nun at Campeey. 

f In tba work intltled ** Colleotanea Topographioa ot Genealogica,'* it is questioned how upon the death of this eari Robert s.p., Sir 
B4)bert Willoughby could be heir to Maud, countess of Oxford ; but it may be readily seen by referring to this pedigree. 



UGHTRED.— (17 Edw. III.) 



* Dug. Lists 
of Summ. 



tibid. ' 

X Dodsw. MS- 
in Bodl. Bib. 
ap. Oxon. 



UcTREDus^ supposed to be of Saxon origin^ held lands in Scardeburgh (now Scarborough 
temp. Hen. III.^ from whom descended 

Robertus TJghtereth^ who^ the 24 Edw. I.^ had summons to attend at Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne^ equis et armis^ and to a great council to be there holden:* to whom succeeded 

Thomas Ughtred his son^ who during a great part of £he reigns of Edw. II. and III. 
was &mous for his services in the wars with Scotland, and had summons to parliament 
from the 17 to the 38 Edw. Ill.^t in the year following of which he died, leaving by 
Margaret his wife, daughter and heir of Brian Burdon, lord of Kexby,]: in the county of 
York, which manor was thereby acquired. 
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Thomas Ughtxed his son and heir, who was also a military man of much renown, 
but was never summoned to parliament. He died the 3 Hen. IV., leaving Thomas ihe 
son of William, who died in his lifetime, his grandson and heir, which 

Thomas Ughtred never had summons to parliament. He married Margaret, daugh- 
ter and coheir of Sir John Goddard by Constantia his wife, one of the daughters and 
coheirs of Thomas de Sutton, of Holdemesse, (the relict of Peter de Mauley)>* and had * yi^Manky 
issue two sons, Robert and Thomas, which Robert died temp. Edw. lY., leaving issue, vol. ii. 
Henry his son and heir; but as none of the £uuily were ever after summoned to parlia- 
ment it is not necessary to continue their descent, only observing that if Thomas Ugh- 
tred, by his repeated writs of summons, temp. Edw. III., acquired thereby a descend- 
able barony, the same is vested in his heirs representative, together with a coheirship in 
the barony of Sutton of Holdemessct , t "Vide Satton 

In the will of Sir Henry Ughtred, knight, of Kexby, proved previous to 1515, he ' * ' 
names Anthony Ughtred his son, Henry and George his sons, and Robert his son and 
heir, and brother William Fairfax, who by such expression may be considered to mean 
brother in law. 

UGHTRED.— (17 Edw. III.) 
Thomas Ughtred, smnnioned to parliament temp.^Margaret, daughter and heir of Brian Bnrdon, 



1 nomas ugncrea, aommonea to paruamenc temp.^jnargaret, oangnter ana neir or at 
Edw. III., ob. 39 Edw. ITI. I of Kexby, in lie oonnfy of York. 



^Riomaa, ob. 3 Hen. IV.-p 



William, ob. Ti. pat.' 



^^^~. ....*•• 



r 



Thomas, son and heir of William, son of llioma8,=r=Maigaret, daughter and cohdr of Sir John Goddard, by 
et maritatns apnd mort. avi. I Constance, daughter and coheir to Sir Thomas Satton. 

Kobert,* ob. vit& nxor.=^Katlierine, daughter to Sir William Eure. Sir Thomas Ughtred.t 

Sir Henry, ob. 2 Hen. VIII. — Will proyet^Elisabeth, daughter of Sir John Seymour, of 
at York prior to 1515. I Wolf HaU, in the county of Somerset. 



Robert, son=T=Elizabeth, daughter of Anthony. Henry. Geoxge. Ellenor, married Sir ^omas 

and heir. I William Fairfax. Maulerereri Knight. 

Robert Ughtred, of Kexby, in the county of York, 5 Edw. VI. 

• Bobert Ughtred. Ch*r. eonsang. et hnres Thoma Satton, Militis, Mieh. Fines 86 Hen. YI.-<£r. JI£Sr. tn Bib, BodL apud 0mm, 
t Thonae Ughtred, Oh*r, ooneaag 8q hnr. Jo. Goddard. Ch*c reeapaooem Term. Trin. M Hen. YL— {'iNd.^ 

UMFRAVILLE.— (ViDB Angus.) 

VALENCE,— (25 Edw. L) 
Aymeb db Valence, son and heir of William de Valence, who married Joan, sister ^ „., „ , > 

t Vide Ifonit- ' / * 

and heir of William de Montchensy^:^ (which William de Valence was son of Hugh le dwnsy. >/'>«/ * 

VOL. L Ggg ^ . ^ / 
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Brun, earl of Marche, in France^ by Isabel his wife> widow of king John, and mother of 

king Henry I1I.)> had summons to parliament from the 25 to the 35 Edw. I.,* as ^^Adon^ 
* Dugd. 1Mb aru8 de Videncia/^ and in the 29 Edw. I. was one of those who in the parliament at Lincoln 

subscribed the letter to the pope, being then styled ^^Adomaru$ de Valencia Dominus de 
t Ibid. Moniimaco ;''t* but though his father, William de Valence, is said to have been created 

earl of Pembroke, he did not have that title upon his father's death, in 1296, (23 Edw. I.) 

but appears to have first had it in the 1 Edw. II., when by writ of summons he was called 

t Ibid. to parliament} as ^'Adamari de Valencid Comiti PemV" and by the same description to 

§ Vide Coron. the' coronation of that king.§ He was much in the royal favour, but not popular to the 

t. in TO u. q|^|;Jq2). He was thrice married, but had not issue by any of his wives, and dying the 17 

Edw. II., s.p., his titles became extinct, and the inheritance divided among his sisters and 

coheirs, or ^eir representatives ; of these sisters, 
II Vide Hast. Isabel de Valence married John lord Hastings ;|| Joan was wife of John Com3rn, 

"^' lord of Badenagh ; and Agnes (or Anne) married, first, Maurice Fitz Gerald, next, Hugh 

de Baliol, and lastly, John de Avennes, but is said not to have had issue by any of these 

husbands. 

VAUX OF HARWEDON.— (15 Hen. VIII.) 

Nicholas Vaux, a descendant from the ancient house of Vaux, baron of Oillesland, in the 
T Baron., toL reign of king Stephen, was according to Dugdale,^ created a baron of the realm, by the title 
dti^ Stow, of baron Vaux, of Harwedon, the 15 Hen. VIII.; the solemnity of his creation being upon 
the authority of Stow, at the palace of Bridewell. By this statement it would seem that 
he was created by patent, and that Dugdale so considered it, as he recites it in that part 
of his Baronage which specially treats only of persons so created.* He however never 
took his seat in parliament as he died the same year, before any parliament was holden. 
But if the solemnity of his creation took place at Bridewell, it is evident he was not created 
by summons to parliament; and as he died so soon after his said creation, there could 
not be any barony descendable to his son and heir, as derivable from any writ of parlia- 
mentary summons. The Journals of the House of Lords are wanting from the 7 to the 
25 Hen. VIII., therefore there is not any evidence that this Nicholas Vaux was a peer of 
the realm ; and the manner in which he was so created being only stated by Dugdale, on 
the authority of Stow, is not supported by any patent to be found recorded, or enrolled. 

• This may very likely be meant for the barony of Montcbenay, which the Haatingi fionfly as heirs to Valence 
assuned among their titles, though Montcfaensy was never a parliamentary barony. 

b lliese kind of creations appear to ha?e been by inTSstitiire ; the person intended to be created being then in- 
troduced in the robes of tiie rank meant to be conferred upon him, idiich was formally expressed after, either by 
letters patent, charter, or summons to the next ensuing parliament. 
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Thomas Vaux^ his son and heir, was present in paiiiament the 27tfa of Janoaiy, the 
25 Hen. VIII.,* from which it is presumed that he must have had a summons anteoe- * Vniz case 
dently to that time, although no evidence of such writ is now to be found among the p^. 
records. After this period his name is included in the general writs of summons during 
the remainder of the reign of Hen. VIII., and the reign of Edw« VI«; but it does not ap- 
pear that he sat in parliament after the 25 Hen. VIII. till the 1 queen Mary, in whose 
fourth year he deceased, leaving 

WiUiam Vaux, his son and heir, who the 20th of January, the 4 and 5 Philip and 
Mary, delivered his writ of summons, and sat first in parliament.t He was succeeded t Lords' Jour, 
on his death, 37 queen Elizabeth (1595) by 

Edward Vaux, his grandson and heir (son of George who predeceased him) who died 
in 1661, without legitimate issue, leaving 

Henry Vaux, his brother and heir, to whom, in his will,]: he left a legacy of ten t Vaux case. 
pounds, having by deed of settlement in 1646 settled his family estates, after a life use 
to himself, and the countess of Banbury his wife, on Nicholas, son of the said countess ; 
theretofore called Nicholas Vaux ; or by whichsoever name or description the said Nich- 
olas be, or hath been called, reputed, or known. This Nicholas, with another son Edward, 
were considered sons of the said Edward lord Vaux, bom of the infamous countess, his 
wife,* in the lifetime of her husband William, earl of Banbury.§ Thus Henry his bro- ^ viae Banks' 
ther was deprived of the family estates ; and dying s. p., the male line of Vaux^ became P®"^* ^^' 
extinct ; and his sisters, or their representatives, became his coheirs general. p. 44. 

Of these sisters, Mary married Sir George Simeon, represented by Charles Mostyn, 
of Eaddington, in the county of Oxford, esq., sole heir; Joyce, a nun, died in 1667; And 
Catherine married Sir Henry Neville, afterwards lord Abergavenny, represented by 
Robert, earl of Pembroke, and Edward Bourchier Hartop, esq., coheirs to the barony of 
Vaux, in abeyance ; but this abeyance has been determined on daim referred to the house 
of lords, in &vour of Mr. Mostyn, as may be more fiilly seen in Lodge's Annual Peerage, 
and other printed peerages of the day. 



a She is said to hare dsstroyed tbe patent of creatioii of Midiolas Lord Vanx (which was nefor enrolkd) together 
with difers deeds relating to the entailed estates, to secure them to her bastsrd sonsi and thereby prevent Henrj the 
last lord sncoeeding to them. 

h He was buried at Bj9 in Suffolk, with this hiseripticn : 

««Eiiit Ultimns Baronn' de Harrowden 
-|- Heniieos Vanx -f- 
Sept. 20, Anno D'ni xnouuii. 
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VAVASOR.— (27 Enw. I.) 

W11.LIAM LE Vavasor (or Yayasour) was sonmioned to pariiament firom the 27 Edw. 

I. to the 6 I^w. II. inclusiTe ; but his name is omitted in Dngdale's Index^ though con- 

* DvgiL list! tained in his Lists of Summons for those respectiTe years.^ In the 26 ESdw. I. he had 

of Smniii* -_ 

summons to Carlisle, equis et armis, and in the writ was styled a baron, as those sum- 
moned at the same time were all distinguished by their several titles of comites vet barones. 
He was also summoned to the parliament at Lincoln, the 29 Edw. I., but was one of 
t nnd. those who did not affix their seals to the letter to the pope rf he was likewise summoned 

I Coron. Bot. to the coronation of Edw. Il.t 

Dugdale states him to have been son of Robert le Vavasor, by Juliana, daughter of 

§ Baronetage, Thomas de Multon ; but, according to Collins,§ he was son of Jobn le Vavasor, by Alice, 

H GlovcT 207! daughter of Robert de Cockfield,|| which seems confirmed by a MS. pedigree of the flEun- 

f Orig.23Edw. ily, in the minster library, at York, as also the Originalia Record,^ tliat as son and heir of 

'' Alice, he did homage for the lands of his mother, which she held of the barony of Baieux. 

^, . > . ** ^*^- no- The said William le Vavasor died the 6 Edw. II.** His wife was Nichols, daughter 

.^../^ A .c (/'M90 of Sir Stephen, and sister to Sir Richard Waleys, of Newton, by whom he had three sons, 

♦t Colliiia & Robert, Henry, and William,*t but neither appear to have been ever summoned to par- 

liament. 

*t Eaeh. no. Robert le Vavasor, the eldest son, died the 16 Edw. II.,*t having had issue two 

daughters, Elizabeth and Anne; whereof, Elimbeth married Robert Strelley, of the ooimty 

♦§ Hail. MS. of Nottingham.*§ In Thoresby^s edition of Thoroton's Nottinghamshire, he mentions,*)] 

*fl.VoL k,pp. **^* ^"^ Robert Strelley (aged thirty tiie 12 Edw. I.) married Elizabeth, daughter and 

219 & 220. heir of William Vavasor, of Shipley, in the county of Derby, from whom descended 

John Strelley, aged forty, the 4 Hen. VTI., who left four daughters and coheirs; whereof, 

Isabella, the eldest, married Clement Low,' and had a daughter and heir, who married 

William Sacheverell, second son of Sir Henry Sadieverell, of Moiley, in the cotmty of 

Derby ; from whom, by an heir female, descended the late Sacheverel Chandoz Pole, 

esq., of Radbome, in the county of Derby, 



./V»^ <«v 



WALTER VAVASOR.— (7 Edw. II.) 

CoTBMPOBABT with the before mentioned William, was, aoeofding to Dugdale, 

Walter le Vavasor, who was in the wan of Scotland, and had summons to parlia- 
*t Dog. liatB ment the 7 Edw. II.,*ir but never after. Who he was, or how, if at all related to William, 
of Sam. is in no respect noticed by Dugdale, nor is in any mention to be found in any of the printed 



EM .^ 



^ 
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baronetages of the &mily, of the name of Walter^ at that period of time : but these bare* 

netages state, that Robert le Vavasor was in the wars of Scotland, and had summons 

to parliament the 7 Edw. II> This leads to an inference that in the smnmons of that * Collins, toI. 

year, the name of Watter is misprinted for Boberty in tiie writ ; which Robert was (as ^* ^' 

before mentioned) eldest son of William the baron. 

VERDON.— (22 Edw. I.) 

Bertram de Yerdon, (probably so named from a town in France)/ at the time of the 
general survey held Famham Royal, from whom descended 

Nicholas de Verdon, who dying s.p.m., left Rohese his daughter and heir, which 
lady married Theobald le Boteler, but being a very great heiress retained her own name, 
which was continued by her posterity. She died circ. 1247» leaving 

John de Verdon her son and heir, who married, first, Margaret, daughter to Gilbert, 
and heir of Walter de Lacy, whereby the castle of Webbdey, in the pounty of Hereford, 
was brought into the family. His second wife was Alianorc^ daughter of , 

whom he left his widow at his decease the 2 Edw. I.f t EMh. n.d4. 

Theobald de Verdon, his son and heir, was present in the parliament of the 1 8 Edw. 
I., when an aid was granted for the marriage of the king's eldest daughter.it In the 26 t Rot* F^i-f 
Edw. I. he had summons equis et armis to Carlisle, by the 'designation of ^^ Thebaud de 
Verdon le Teeri^ his son being in the same writ summoned as ^^ ThehcBud de Verdon 
le FmzP both being denominated barons.§ as all then summoned were distinguished § l>Qgd. Lists 
by their respective ranks. In the 29 Edw. I. he waa ope of tho^ ,who tilioi:^h not 
summoned to the parliament at Lincoln, || affixed their seals to the letter to the pppe, || Ibid, 
by the name of '^ TheobaUiuM de Verdon Domim(9 de Webbele" In the writs of die 22 
and 23 Edw. I. he is written only Theobaldue de Verdon^ but in the si^yimons to the par- 
liament at London the 28 Edw« I. he has the additament of senior , his son Thpobald by 
the additament of junior being summoned at the same time.^ In the writs of the 30, T Ibid. 
32, 33, and 34 Edw. I. he is similarly distinguished, but in the 35 his name does not 
appear, that of Theobald junior being only mentioned. IJe died the 3 Edw. II., and 
was succeeded by Theobald his son and heir, John his eldest son having predeceased 
him long before, in Ireland, the 25 Edw. I. ;** which ** Orig. 25 

Theobald de Venlon (as before noticed) was summoned to pariisment in his fekthar's 15, * *' 
lifetime, and afterwards to the 9 Edw. II. as Theobaldus de Verdon. He was twice mar- 
ried, first to Maud, daughter of Edmund Mortimer, loido^ Wigmore;, and had issue by her 
three daughters, viz : Joane, who became the wife of Thomas, son of Thomas lord Fur- 
nival ; ElizabetJi, who married BartJiolomew de Burghersh ; and Margery, who married, 

• Verdon, or Verdun, during the Isle war, wm the place wbere tbe Britiah priaoaen irwe oonfined. 
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« Vide Bbrant fint, William le Bloonl^'*' secondly, Mark Huasev, and tliirdly, John CrophnLt His 

SUA HuiMT* _ * 

t Vide Crop- seoond wife was Elizabetfa, daogfater of GObeit de Clare, eari of GHoaoester, (by Joan of 
lull, ToL n. Acres his wife, daughter of king Edw. I.) and widow of John de Bnigh, son of Bichard, 
X Hornby <m earl of Ulster,! by whom he hadapoadiomoiis dang^itier Isabel, who married Henry lord 
Dagd. Erron. Yenen of Groby.* He died circ. the 10 Edw. lU leaving the said Ehxabedi de Chre 

I yide swriving, who afterwards married Roger D'Amory.§ He had two sons, John and Wil- 
^'^''^' liam, who both predeceased him s.p^ and thus not having any surviving male issoe, his 

great inheritance fell to be divided among his daughters and coheirs, in whose represen- 
tatives the barony of Verdon is in abeyance. 

JOHN DE VESCL— (49 Hbn. III.) 

Tvo DB Vbsci married Alda, daughter and heir of William Tyson, lord of Alnwick, in 
the comity of Northumberland, and in her right, at the time of the general smvey, held 
very numerous lordships. He had issue an only daughter and heir Beatrix, who married 
Eustace Fitz John (nephew and heir of Serio de Burgh, founder of Knaresborough caa- 

II Vide Banks' tie), and had issue a son William, who assumed his mother's name of de Vesci,|| whidi 
B^'oL ^' William de Vesci married Burga, daughter of Robert de Estoteville (or Stuteville), 

lord of Knaresborough, and had issue 

Eustace de Vesci, one of the twenty-five celebrated barons appointed to enforce the 
observation of the famous Magna Charta of king John, formerly considered the paUadium 
of British rights and liberties, but now existing only in the document which bears its 
name.^ He married Margaret, one of the natural daughters of William, king of Scotland, 
and had issue William, whose eldest son, 

John de Vesci, was one of the confederate barons under Simon de Montfort, earl of 
r, and after their success at the battie of Lewes, was one of those summoned to 



T Dngd. Ufti tiie parliament called by them in the king's name the 49 Hen. IILIT He died s.p., and 
was succeeded by his brother and heir William, which 

WILLIAM DE VESCL— (23 Edw, L) 

** Ibid. William de Vesci was summoned to parliament the 23 Edw. I.,** but no more. He 

was one of tiie competitors for the crown of Scotland, with Bruce, Baliol, and others, under 

« Vide Fleas de Quo Warranto Conun. Rege, Anno 2 Edw. III., Rot. 128, pro lib' de Trim in Hibernii.— 
Hie daoghten Elizabeth, Msrgerj, and Inbd, vnder age, wherein is mentioned a dam^kter Ctikerime, unnoticed bj 
Dngdale, or Sir Hanria Mioolaa. 

b It it aaid that on the aeoenion of George I., thia charter was offered to be tranalated into Gennaa by a very 
djatingiuahed nobleman for his majestjr's information, bat the king declined the offer, observing that he did no/ wa$^t 
to kmtw imgthling ahomt §ueh obniUie matten. 
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pretence of claim derived from his grandmother, Margaret daughter of William king of 
Scotland, whose right, had she been legitimate, would have been preferable to the pre- 
tensions of Bruce and Baliol, who deduced them from two daughters of David the younger 
brother of king William. This William de Vesci died the 25 Edw. I. without any law- 
ful issue surviving; John his son and heir apparent having predeceased him, s.Jp. But 
he had a bastard son William, in whose behalf he enfeoffed Anthony Beke, bishop of 
Durham, in the castle of Alnwick, together with other lands ; but the bishop is by his- 
torians said to have betrayed his trust, and to have sold Alnwick for a sum of ready 
money to William Percy, (ancestor to the earls of Northumberland) in whose fiamily it 
thenceforth became vested, and is still retained. 

William de Vesci, tlys bastard, who was called William de Kildare, had summons to 
parliament the 6, 7* &nd 8 Edw. IL, but was slain at the fatal battle of Bannocksboume, 
when dying s.p., this barony became extinct, and the lands, which for want of issue from 
him, were to revert to the right heirs of William his putative fitther, descended to Oilbert 
de Aton, viz: son and heir of William, son and heir of Gilbert, by Margery his wife, 
daughter and heir of Warine de Vesci, brother of Eustace, &ther of William, father of 
John and William de Vesci, which last William was the putative father of him the said 
bastard, who deceased s.p.* * VMe Aton, 

The family of Aton, though thus descended, did not acquire any right of parliamen- 
tary barony by virtue of any of the writs of summons to John, or either of the Williams 
de Vesci. 



WAHUL (WALTER)— 45 Hbn. III. 

Of this family, which derived itself from Walter de Flanders, who came in with the 
Conqueror, and at the general survey held, among other manors and lordships in the 
counties of Bedford and Northampton, the manor of Wahul (subsequently called Wod- 
hull, or Odhull) in the former county, was 

Walter de Wahul, who had summons to that parliament called by the king's writ to 
meet in London the 45 Hen. IIL,t his grandson f Gbmi. Rot. 

m. 8, in Dors. 

THOMAS DE WAHUL.— (25 Edw. L) 

Thomas db Wahul was summoned to parliament the 25 Edw. !.,% but never after, $ Dug. Liiti 
nor any of his posterity, whidi long continued in the male line of succession, till the time 
of Hen. VIII., when 
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Antbony Wabul, about the S3 Hen. VIII.^ died, leaving by Anne his wife^ daughter 
of Sir John Smith, an only daughter and heiress Agnes Wahul, who married first, Rich- 
ard Ghetwode ; and secondly. Sir George Calverly, knight, by whom she had two sons, 
who died before ^er. She died the 18 of queen Elizabeth, leaving 

Richard Chetwode (afterwards Sir Richard) her son and heir, who temp. James I. 

preferred a claim to the barony of Wahul, when his petition was referred to a committee 

* Vide Banks' of lords,* who reported, viz : ^^ According to your Majesty's direction we have met and 

Dorm 8c Elxt o ^ * ^ 

Bar., vol. i. p. considered the petition of Sir Richard Chetwode, and find that the petition is true ; and 
^^' that before any usual calling of barons by writ, his ancestors were barons in their own 

right, and were summoned to serve the kings in their wars with other barons, and were 
also summoned to parliament : and we conceive the discontinuance to have risen from 
the lords of the honor dpng at one year of age, and the troubles of the time ensiung ; 
bat still the title of baron was allowed in all the reigns by conveyance of their estates, 
and by pardon of alienation from the crown, by the king's own officers, and £9 per an- 
num, being the ancient fee for the castle guard of Rockingham, was constantly paid, and 
is paid to this day ; so that though there has been a disuse, yet the right so folly appear- 
ing, which cannot die, we have not seen, nor heard of any one so much to be regarded in 
grace, and in consideration of so many knight's fees, held from the very time of the C!on* 
quest, and by him held at this day, and a pedigree both on the father and mother's side, 
proved by authentic records from the time of the Conquest, (which in such cases are very 
rare) we hold him worthy the honour of a baron, if your Majesty thinks meet." 

(Signed) LENOX, 

HOWARD, 
NOTTINGHAM. 

It does not appear that this report of the lord's commissioners was any decision of 
right, but a recommendation for grace to be shown by his majesty to the petitioner, who 
is said to have been offered a patent for the said barony, but refused it, as considering it 
a derogation to his claim. 

From the time of the said report till lately, no further proceedings were had thereon; 
but some time since the claim has been revived by Jonathan Chetwode, esq., of Wood- 
brook, son of Valentine Enightley Chetwode, by Henrietta Maria, daughter of Sir Jona- 
than Cope, bart., aunt of the late Arabella, duchess of Dorset, and countess Whitworth; 
which Valentine was grandson of John, grandson of Richard Chetwode, by Anne his wife, 
daughter and coheir of Sir Valentine Knightly ; which Richard was son of Sir Richard 
Chetwode, the petitioner, temp. James I. 

In the Morning Herald of the l7tih of May, 1832, it was thus announced, viz : — 
'^The Attorney-general, pursuant to an order of reference on the clam of Jonathan Chet- 
wode, of Woodbrook, esq., has reported the claimant to be lineal and sole heir of the 



: 
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barons Wahnlj who were summoned to parliament aDaM>ng the most andent barons of 
the realm/' 

WAKE,— (23 Edw, I.) 

AccoBBiNG to Mr. Camden, and many other authors, and Mr. Collins,* in his Baronet- * yoLii.p.465 
age, this family was of eminent degree at^ or even before the conquest ; but as so abstruse a 
genealogy is not important to be here entered into, it may be sufficient merely to say, that 

John Wake was first summoned to parliament the 23 Edw. I., and in the 26 had 
summons to Carlisle equis et armis, being in the writ styled a baron ;t all then summoned f pogd. imb 
bemg designated by their respective ranks. He had summons to parliament from the ^ ^^™i^* 
23 to the 28 Edw. I., about which time he died, leaving Joane his wife surviving, and 

John Wake his son and heir, who was never summoned, but did not live long, so 
that (as Dugdale says}) Thomas, his brother, became heir to the estate and honour ; which i Banm., toL 

Thomas Wake was a person of considerable note in the reigns of Edw. II. and III., ^'' ^' 
and had summons to parliament from the 11 Edw. II. to the 23 Edw. III., inclusive ; in 
the first reign as ^ Thomas Wakef^ but in the latter, from the 5 to the 23, as ^' Tlwmaa 
Wake de LydeU^** during when he was several times a Trier of PetUion$.^ He married $ not. Ful. 
Blanch, daughter of Henry, earl of Lancaster ; but deceased 23 Edw. III., s. p., leaving 
Margaret his sister, widow of Edmund of Woodstock, earl of Kent, his next heir, aged 
forty;|| which ' II ^^' B«. 

Margaret, dowager countess of Kent, performing her fealty, had livery of the lands 
of his great estate accordingly, saving the dower of Blanch, his widow, surviTiog. This 
Margaret, by the earl of Kent, had two sons, Edmund and John, sueoessiyely earls, who 
both died s.p.; and a dau^ter, 

Joan Fkntagenet, heir to her brothers, and for her admirable beauty called ^^the 
JRbtr Maid of Kent.*' She married, firsts William de Montacute, earl of Salisbury ;f but f Tide Mon- 



from him was divorced ;* she married, secondly. Sir Thomas Holland, and had issue^** *« y^ 
and surviving him, retained so much beauty as to captivate Prince Edward of Wales, Hdknd. 
(sumamed the Black Prince), and by him was motiier of the ill-fiited monarch, king 
Richard II., in whose reign she died, and was buried in tiie Friers Minors, at Stamford. 



WELLES-— (27 Edw. L) 

Adah db Wbllbs, of a very ancient family— of which Camden says^ a Ridiard de ^ r^^ ^^ 
Welles held the manor of Welles, in the county of Lincob, ever since tbe conquest, by P* ^^* 

* Said to bQ on looowit of preoontrict to Holland. 
VOL. I. H hh 



^ 
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the service of being Baker to the King — had summons to parliament from the 27 Edw. 
* Vide Coron. I. to the 4 Edw. II., inclusive, and was summoned to the coronation of that kinir.* The 
^ ' ' 26 Edw. I. he had summons to Carlisle equis et armis, and was named in the writ 
as a baron, all then summoned being therein designated by their respective ranks of nobi- 
lity. In the 29 Edw. I. he was one of those who in the parliament at Lincoln affixed 
iheir seals to the famous letter to the pope, by the designation of ^Adam Dommui de 
tEidi.5Edw. Wette." He deceased circ. 4 Edw. II.,t being seised of the manor of Welle, in the 
'' county of Lincoln, leaving Joane his wife surviving, who was daughter of John, son and 

t MS. Ped. heir of Oliver Engaine, of Grainsby, in the county of Lincoln ;t ^^^ 
*Efeh. 110.36. Robert de Welles, his son and heir, who deceased the 14 Edw. II., s. p.,§ never 

having had summons to parliament, and was succeeded by 

Adam de Welles, his brother and heir, as Dugdale states,^ then under age, who, after 
attaining his majority, had livery of his lands, and served in the wars of Scotland and 
France, and had summons to parliament from the 6 to the 17 Edw. III., inclusive, and 
died the 19th of the same reign, leaving 

John his son and heir, who had summons the 81 and 34 Edw. III., and died the 
next year, when he was succeeded by 

John his son and heir, then in minority, who coming at age, became very eminent 
for his valour, and distinguished for a memorable encounter with David, earl of Craw- 
ford, a Scotch nobleman. He had summons to parliament firom the 49 Edw. III. to the 
8 Hen. V., inclusive ; and shortly after deceased, though his name is continued in the 
I Dngd. Lifti lists of summons|| to the 7 Hen. YI., leaving Leo,^ his grandson and heir, (son of Eudo, 
of Svmm. jjjg g|j^g|. gQjj^ ^jjj^ jj^ ju jjjg lifetime ;*) which 

Leo lord Welles, making proof of his majority the 6 Hen. YI., had livery of his 
lands — ^his homage being respited. He was lieutenant of Ireland for seven years, and 
had summons to parliament from the 10 to the 58 Hen. YI. ; but was slain at the battle 
of Towton, and buried in Waterton Chapel, at Methley, in the county of York. Being 
attainted by Edw. I Y., his barony became forfeited.^ He was twice married ; first to 



! Welle def. de om'bof tri's &c., men'at &o. 



• Tide Origioalia 20 Edw. Ih, VLoL i.-^Stm tmd Mr, R' o^it honMg' Ade de WeUe fll. & h«r. BoVti ds 



I 



^ Many instances are to be found in Dngdale of writs of summons being directed to persons long after their 
decease ; of which, those to Maurice lord Berkeley, for twelve years after his decease, form a particular one. litis, 
eontinoanoe might arise from ignorance of their decease, particnlarly if the next heir was a minor ; as in the caae ci 
this grandson. 

« niis Eudo had also a son Sir William Welles, who was lord chancdlor of Ireland, 8 Joly, 1461. He had 
issiie sereral children.— Ftdf Lodge's Peerage qf Ireland* 

d It may be considered that his attainder wonld not be now deemed operatiTe against his heirs general, as h« 
was then by his allegiance serving the king defaeto, — ^Vide the subsequent Act of Parliament of the II Hen. VII. oa 
this point 
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Joane^ (or Jane,) daughter of Sir Robert, and sister and heir (or coheir) to her brother 

Sir Robert Waterton, jun. ; by whom he had Sir Richard Welles, his son and heir, and 

four daughters. His second wife was Margaret, widow* of John Beaufort, duke of * Vide Bera. 

Somerset, by whom he had John viscount Welles, hereafter mentioned. Bietsboe. 

Sir Richard WeUes, iiis son and heir, having married Joan, daughter and heir of 
Robert, sixth lord Willoughby, of Eresby, had summons to parliament by that title,t the + |^K**« ^^^ 

of SuDini* 

33 and 38 Hen. VL, in his father's lifetime; and afterwards in the 1, 6, and 9 Edw. lY.; . 

and had restitution of the manor of Welles, and divers others,t and was restored in t Rot. Ftol. 7 

& 8 IRAw TV 

blood.§ But the 9 Edw. IV. his son Sir Robert Welles being in arms with the earl of vol. t., p. 618! 
Warwick for the restoration of king Henry, the king sent for this Richard (bearing then ^briSTp'Ssi. 
also the title of lord Welles) to command his son Robert to lay down his arms ; which, 
having attempted in vain, king Edward grew so enraged, that — contrary to his promise 
of safety — ^he caused him to be beheaded : whereupon, Sir Robert Welles, in revenge for 
the barbarous execution t>f his father, without waiting the coming up of the earl of War- 
wick, engaged the royal army, but was defeated, taken prisoner, and beheaded. 

Richard lord Welles and Willoughby, and his son Sir Robert, being thus dead, 
Joan, the daughter of lord Richard, and sister to Sir Robert, became heir general to her 
father and brother. She was then married to Richard, brother to William lord Hastings, 
which 

HASTINGS LORD WELLES. 

• 

RiCHABD Hastings had so much favour from king Edward, that he obtained a special 
livery of divers manors, lands, &c., whereof the father and brother of his wife had been 
possessed, II and moreover had summons to parliament the 22 Edw. IV. and 1 Richard n Rot. Pui. 
Ill,, as " Rkardus HoBtings de Welles Ch'tfr, but was never summoned after, though it ^if ^^' ^J^g. 
appears by his will, dated 18 March, the 18 Hen. VII., he lived some years. At his 
death he was buried in the Orey Friers at London, along with Joan his wife, where is 
the following entry, viz : *' Ifn^s Bic. Hoityng Ifni de WyUyln ei de fVettey qui ob. Sept. 

1503, et lyna Johof use. m. qyue ob MarcU '^ 

The said Richard, and Joan his wife, had issue a son Anthony, their only child, who 
died in their lifetime s.p. ; as such, upon their decease without surviving issue, the 
barony created by the writs of summons of the 22 Edw. IV. and 1 Richard III. may be 
considered to have become extinct, as one de novoy the attainders of Richard lord Welles 
and Sir Robert, the father and brother of Joan Hastings, not having been at that time 
reversed. But if it be deemed a continuation of the old barony of Welles, then whatever 
right there might be thereto, devolved upon the two daughters and coheirs of John vis- 
count Welles, if then living, their father having died in the lifetime of Richard Hastings 
and Joan hit wife. 
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JOHN VISCOUNT WELLES. 

This John Welles was only son of Leo lord Welles, by Margaret, dowager duchess of 
Somerset, his second wife. Espousing the cause of Henry VII. against king Richard, 
he was, after the accession of king Henry, created viscount Welles, and though the date 
of his creation does not appear, he had summons to parliament by that title in the 
* Vngd. lists 3, 7y 11, and 12 Hen. VIL* He married Cecily, daughter of king Edw. IV., and is said 
tSand.6eiie8l. ^ ^^^^ ^^ iBsne two daughters, Anne who died an infant, and Elizabeth who died s.p.t 
He died the 14 Hen. VII., when his yiscounty became extinct 

The issue which continued in descent from Leo lord Welles was from his four daugh- 
ters by Joan (or Jane) Waterton, his first wife : of these, EUinor (or Alianor) married, 
first, Sir Thomas Laurence, and secondly, Thomas lord Hoo and Hastings ; Margaret, 
Sir Thomas Dymoke ; Cecily, Sir Robert Willoughby ; and Catherine who married, first. 
Sir Thomas de la Launde, and had issue two daughters and coheirs, viz : Joan, who mar- 
ried William Denton, esq., and had a son John ; and Margaret, who married Thomas 
t Hari. MS.li. Berkeley, esq., and had two sons, William and Maurice : t the second wife of Catherine 

1233 

§ Vol. vi., p. ^eU^ was Robert Tempest. It would however seem that Ellinor had a former husband 
^^- before the lord Hoo, of the name of Laurence, for according to the Rolls of Pkrliament,§ 

William lord Willoughby of Eresby, Sir Robert Dymoke, Thomas Laurence, and Cathe- 
rine, daughter of Leo lord Welles, then wife of Robert Tempest, were in the 19 of HexL 
VII. found the Heirs of Leo Lord WeUeSy and of Richard and Robert Welles. 

Of these persons the representatives are the marquess of Cholmondeley, and lord 
Willoughby of Eresby, from Cecily ; the representatives of Robert Heywood, from Mar- 
llVidA Banks's garet, the wife of Sir Thomas Dymoke, if any exist,!) if not, then the representatives of 
mToiir' ^^' ^^ sisters and coheirs of Champion Lewis Dymoke, who died in 1760, s. p. L ; the issue 
f Viie Hop- of Thomas Laurence, if any exist,1[ if not, the issue from the daughters and coheirs of 
1^^' iu378 '1^™'^ ^^^ H0O9 hereafter mentioned ; the issue of William Denton, and of Thomas 
&Fo8b.oioiic. Berkeley, from Joan and Margaret, the daughters and coheirs of Catherine Welles, by 
' ''^' ' her first husband Sir Thomas de la Launde. 

The lord Hoo and Hastings, who married Ellinor, daughter of Leo lord Welles, 
(relict of Sir Thomas Laurence) had issue three daughters, and coheirs to their mother, 
viz : Eleanor, who married Sir James Carew, of Bedington, in the county of Surry ; Jane, 
who married Sir Roger Copley, now represented by Sir Joseph William Copley, of 
Sprotborough, in the county of York ; and Elizabeth, who married Sir John Devenish, 
of Hellingley, in the county of Sussex, of whom (by a coheiress general, Elizabeth, mar- 
ried to Henry Walrond, of Sea, esq.) Bethel Walrond, of Dulford House, in the county 
of Devon, esq., claims to be the heir representative, but is counterdaimed by Samuel 
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Barwick Bruce, of Ripon, in the county of York, esq., M. D., as descended of an dder 
branch of the Wabronds ; but Salmon, in his History of Hertfordshire,* asserts that !i^- * P- 1&2. 
nor Hoo first married Thomas Echingham, and that-EUizabeih Hoo first married Thomas 
Massingberd, of London, 

It is saidt Mr. Bethel Wahrond presented a petition to his Mqesty in 1832, and f Bnrice's 
obtained an order of reference to the Attorney General, but no proceedings seem to have 
followed the Attorney GeneraFs report, if any was ever made. 



WENLOK.— (1 Edw. IV.) 

John Wbnlok had summons to parliament the 1, 2, 6, and 9 Edw. lY., as ^'Johanni 

Werdok de Wefdok MUiti/^ but his name is inserted by Dugdale^ among those who were t Baronage, 

created by patent ; and he does not allude to how he was created, merely observing that ^^^ 

the Record calls him Lord Wenlokj and that he died the 11 Edw. IV. without wife or 

issue. Under this statement it matters not whether he was created by patent or by writ, 

as the barony expired with him. But Mr. Lysons, in his Magna Britannia,§ mentions § voL i. 

his wife to have been Elizabeth, daughter and coheir of Sir John Drayton, and that she 

was buried in the Wenlok chapel at Luton Hoo, in the county of Bedford. Lord Wen- 

lok was interred at Tewksbury. The family of Lawley appears to have been his heir 

general. || I ride CoU. 



WENTWORTH.— (21 Hbn. VIII.) 

Thomas, son of Sir Richard Wentworth, of Netilested, in the county of Suffblk^ was 

first admitted into the parliament chamber the 21 Hen. VIII.,^ and continued after to % Dngd. liaia 

be summoned till his death, the 3 Edw. VI. He married Margaret, daughter of Sir 

Adrian Fortescue, by Anne his wife, daughter and coheir of Sir William Stonor, by Anne 

his wife, one of the daughters and coheirs of John Neville, marquess of Montagu,*^ and ** ^ide Mon- 

had a very numerous issue, of which, ^^' 

Thomas, the eldest son, was the next baron, and had summons to parliament firom 
the 3 Edw. VI. to the 31 queen Elizabeth, and died the 33 of the same reign. He was 
governor of Calais in the time of queen Mary, when that important place was recon- 
quered by the French. The loss of this celebrated town which had been so long in pos- 
session of the English led to an accusation against him of cowardice, on which chaige he 



454 BARONIA ANOLICA OONCBNTBATA. 

was brought to trial by his peers^ but was very honourably acquitted. His eldest son 
haying died in his lifetime^ s. p., he was succeeded by 

Henry^ his second son^ third baron^ who had summons the 35 Elizabeth^ and died 
the next year^ leaving 

* I>iigd.Bar., Thomas his son and heir^ who, the 8 James I., was created* lord Wentworth of 

Tom.m.p.3io. Nettlested, in the county of York; and the 1 Charles I. was advanced to the tide of eari 
of Cleveland. During the civil war he courageously and loyally adhered to his sovereign, 
and lived to see the restoration ; after when he died in 1667 &t the advanced age of 

t Paroch.R«g. seventy-six, and was buried at Toddington, in the county of Bedford.f Dying without 
surviving issue male, the earldom of Cleveland became extinct; but Thomas his son and 
heir apparent, who in his lifetime had been summoned to parliament as lord Went- 

t Dngd. Listi worthit: the 15 Charles I.§ having predeceased him, left issue an only daughter and heiress, 

i J<rarn.Dom. Henrietta Maria, who on her grandfather's death became his successor in the barony of 

Ptoc. 1640. Wentworth, which 

Henrietta Maria, at the coronation of James II., walked in the procession as 
baroness Wentworth. The reciprocal attachment between the duke of Monmouth and 
her was of the most tender nature. On the scaffold he vindicated her honour, admitting 
that they lived together as man and wife, and refusing to acknowledge to the divines 
who attended his execution, that he was lawftdly married to any other wife, the mar- 
riage with his duchess having been made when he was not of lawful age to give his con- 
sent. 

Lady Wentworth only survived his execution a few months, dying as it is said of 

If Piroch.Bfls. grief at his untimely end. She died 23 April, 1686, and was buried at Toddington.|| By 
the duke of Monmouth she had a son, aged two years at her decease, who was taken un- 
der the care of a colonel Smyth, who had been an aid-de-camp to the duke, which wor- 
thy gentleman brought him up as his own child, and upon his decease left him his 
property, and he assumed the name of his foster father and benefactor. He married 
Maria Julia Dabdel, granddaughter of general James Crofts, natural son of the duke of 
Monmouth, by Eleanor, daughter of Sir Robert Needham of Lambeth : by her he had a 
son Ferdinand Smyth, who afterwards took the name of Stuart, whose services and 
losses as an active loyalist in the American war, were long a subject of vain memorial for 
compensation to the lords of the Treasury, like too many others which have not an ade- 

f MS. Caie, quate influence to support them.^ He was a man of talent, eneigy, and enterprise, 
whose birth and military brave conduct in an arduous warfare, entitled him to a better 
recompense, and more notice, than he experienced at the hands of that government he 
had served with so much zeal and honour. 

Upon the death of lady Henrietta Maria Wentworth without legitimate issue the 
barony of Wentworth devolved upon her aunt» 
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LOVELACE BARONESS WENTWORTH. 

Anns, sister to her father Thomas^ which Anne married John lord Lovelace, and had 
issue a son John, who died in her lifetime, anno 1693, having had issue a son John, who 
died young, vit& patris, and three daughters, whereof Anne and Catherine both died un- 
married in the lifetime of their grandmother, and Martha alone survived, who on the 
death of her said grandmother in 16979 became entitled to the barony. This 



JOHNSON BARONESS WENTWORTH. 

Martha Ladt Wbntworth married Sir Henry Johnson, of Bradenham, in the county 

of Buckingham, knight, a rich ship builder, who died s.p., in her lifetime, 29 Sept., 1719. 

She claimed, and was allowed the barony by descent, in 1702 ;* and at the coronation * J(mm.Doin. 

of queen Anne, walked in the procession as baroness Wentworth. Upon her death in 

1745, s.p., the barony became vested in the descendants of Sir William Noel, of Kirkby 

Malory, in the county of Leicester, bart., by Margaret his wife, eldest daughter of John 

lord Lovelace, and Anne his wife, daughter of Thomas, earl of Cleveland, and sister to 

Thomas lord Wentworth, father of lady Henrietta Maria, baroness Wentworth, before 

mentioned. 



NOEL BARON & VISCOUNT WENTWORTH. 

Sir Edward Nobl^ great-grandson and heir of the said Sir William and Margaret 
Wentworth his wife, thus succeeded to the barony, and in 1762 was created viscount 
Wentworth, of Wellesborough, in the county of Leicester. He died in 177^9 having had 
issue Thomas, his successor, and three daughters, via : Judith, who married Sir Ralph 
Milbank, bart; Elizabeth, who married John Bkmd Burgess, esq., s.p.; and Sophia Su- 
sanna, who married Nathaniel Curson, son and heir apparent of lord Scarsdale. 

Thomas, second Noel, baron and viscount Wentworth, married, but died s. p., in 
1815, when the viscounty became extinct; and the barony fell into abeyance between 
his eldest sister, Judith lady Milbank, and his nephew, Nathaniel Curson, son of his 
youngest sister, Sophia Susanna. 

The abeyance has since been determined, as may be seen in Lodge's Peerage and 
other, the minor printed peerages of the day. 



1 
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WHARTON.— (36 Hbn. VIII.) 

Sib Thomas Whabton, descended from a very ancient family^ which is supposed to 
have taken its name from a lordship so called in the county of Westmorland, having dis- 
tinguished himself in the wars of Scotland, was summoned to parliament the 36 Hen. 
II Dngd. List! VIII«^ ^md from thence to the 8 queen Elizabeth, || by writ directed ^ T%omm Domino 
of Samm. WhoTton Ch^Pr'' He died circ. 10 queen Elizabeth, and was succeeded by his son and 
heir 

Thomas, second lord Wharton, who had summons the 13 and 14 Efissabeth, 1572, 
in which year he deceased, leaving 

Philip his son and heir, third baron, who had summons from (he 23 Elizabeth to 
the 1 Charles I., about which time he died. By Frances his wife, daughter of Henry 
CUffbrd, earl of Cumberland, he had two sons. Sir George and Sir Thomas ; of these 
Sir Greorge, the eldest^ was slain in a duel with James Stuart (son of the first lord Blan- 
tyre) who was also killed, and they were both buried in one grave at Islington, in die 
f Ftooeb.B«g. oounty of Middlesex, 10 November, 1609.^ Sir Thomas the second son, died likewise 
in the lifetime of his father, anno 1623, leaving issue two sons, Philip and Thomas, 
whereof 

Philip, the eldest, succeeded his grandfather as fourth lord Wharton, and had sum- 
ton notei. ' mons to parliament from the 15 Car. I. to the 1 Jac. II., and died in February 1695-6.^*^ 



I 



WEST.— (16 Edw. III.) ; 

ji 
Thomas West had summons to a great council to be holden at Westminster the 16 j. 

* Dngd. Lsfto Edw. III., which was afterwards prorogued ;* and his name does not appear in any of 
of Somm. Q^^ subsequent writs of the same year ; but it seems he died shortly after. 

Thomas, his son and heir, was never summoned. His son and heir, another \\ 

Thomas West had summons the 3 and 5 Hen. IV., (1404.) He married Joan, 
daughter, and eventually heiress of Roger, baron De la Warr, and died in 1405, leaving a 
t Vide St. V son Thomas, who married Ida, daughter and coheir of Almaric, baron St. Amand,t but 
^°"* was never summoned to parliament, and died s.p., leaving 

Reginald West, his brother and heir, who had summons to parliament as baron De 

le Warre, jure matris, from which period the baronies of West and De la Warre became 

X Vide De U coalesced in the same descent ;t and as Sir Harris Nicolas, in his S3rnopsis,§ observes, are 

§ yoLii.,p.685 **^^ vested in the descendants and representatives of Sir Owen West, haif brother of Thomas 

West J ninth baron De la Warr. 



Pol. IndttK. 
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He was thrice married^ first to Elisabeth) daiighter of Sir BoWland Wandes{brd> by whom 
he had a daughter Elizabeth, who married Robert Bertie^ third earl of Lindsey; his se- 
cond wife^ who died 23 Aprils 1658, was Jane, daughter and heir of Arthulr Goodwin^ of 
Winchendon, in the county of Buckingham, esq., by whom he hted Thomas his sueeessor, 
Arthur, baptized* 2 June^ 1641> buried 15 March foUoWing^ and Gl^odWin^ bom the 8th * Wobnrne, 
and baptized the 28 March, 1652, who died in 1/04, lenring a son Hezekiidi, who died ' ' 
8. p.t in I7ll> also it is said a son Henry, who died at Dundalk^ in Ireland, a colonel in t "Vide Whar- 
the duke of Scomberg's army,* and four daughters hereafter mentioned ; his third wife was ^^ ^^*^' 
Anne, daughter of William Carr, Groom at the 'Bedchamber to king Jac. I> and widow 
of Edward Popham, esq.) by whom he had a son William, who was killed in a duel With 
Mr. Wolsey, and died 14 December, 1687$ aged twenty-six, unmarried. 

Tliomas, eldest son, fifth lord Wharton, was by queen Anne, in 1706, created vis- 
count Winchendon, and earl of Wharton, and in 1714, by king George I., was further 
advanced to the dignity of marquess of Wharton, as also created a peer of Ireland,:^ ^7 t Bntion, 
the title of baron of Trim, earl of Rathfamam, and marquess of Catherlough : but these 
honours he did not long enjoy^ dying shortly after, in 1715. He was twice married, fitst 
to Anne, daughter and coheir of Sir Heni^ Lee, of Ditchley, in the county of Oxford^ 
but had not any issue by her ; secondly to Lucy^ daughter of Adam Loftiis lord Lis- 
bume (in Ireland), by whom he had issue two dau^ters, Jane and Lucy, and a son 

Philip his successor in all his honours^ who was still further advanced in dignity^ 
being by George I., in 1717) created duke of Wharton. But notwithstanding all the 
favours he received from the king, this extraordinary man, of the most commanding 
talents, having wasted a great estate, turned papist, acted for the Pretender, was a volun- 
teer in the Spanish army, before Gibralter, in 1727^ then retiring into a monastery, died 
there s.p., in 1731. He was twice married, first to Martha, daughter of major-general 
Holmes ; and secondly to Maria Teresa (VNeale, but not having issue by either lady, his 
two sisters became his heirs ; of these, lady Jane married first, John Holt, esq. ; and 
secondly Robert Coke, esq., brother to Thomas, earl of Leicester, but died s.p. Lady 
Lucy married Sir William Morice, from whom she was divorced, and died at Bath, in Feb. 
1738-9. The issue of these ladies thus fidling, the aunts of duke Philip (the daughters 
of Philip, fourth baron Wharton) or their heirs representative became the coheirs gene- 
ral to the barony of Wharton, all the other titles of the duke becoming extinct for de- 
fault of male issue : but as the duke was attainted, and his attainder never reversed, it 
may be considered that the barony being affected thereby, now remains in the crown a for- 
feited honour, though capable by reversal of being restored in behalf of either of these 
coheirs, whereof 

» In the reign of Jamet II., when Tyrconnd was governor of Ireland, it is related of him, that he aasnmed the 
habit of a player, and fong before the king in the playhouie, the famous party long of '' lAttibuUeh)." 
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Elizabeth^ daughter of Philip fourth lord Wharton, by his first wife, married Robert 
Bertie, third earl of Ldndsey, and is now represented by the marquess of Cholmondeley, 
and lord Willoughby of Eresby. 

Anne, daughter of the same lord Philip by his second wife, married William Carr, 
esq., who died the I7th of June 1689, and she the 26th of May preceding. 
♦ Vide Whtf- Margaret married major Dunch, and had issue,* Wharton Dunch, who died unmar- 

ton Notes. 

ried in 1705 $ Jane who married Francis Keck, of Tew, in the county of Oxford, esq.^ 
who died the 29th of September, 1728, and was buried at Blunsdon in the county of 
Wilts, where she who died before him was also buried ; and Margaret Dunch, who died 
in 1690, aged sixteen. The said Margaret Wharton, after the death of major Dunch, is 
said to have married Sir Thomas Sulyard, of Berbey Abbey, in Kent, and to have had a 
daughter Philadelphia, who died unmarried in 1731 ; her third husband was William 
lord Ross, s.p. 

Mary Wharton married, first, Edward Thomas, of Ruperra, in the county of Gla- 
morgan, esq., and had issue a son Sir Edward, of Ruperra, knight, who died 8.p., in 
1692^, and a daughter Anne, who died unmarried before 1699 ; her second husband 
was Sir Charles Kemeys, bart, of Kever Mabley, in the coimty of Glamorgan^ who died 
in 1703, now represented by Charles Kemeys Tynte, esq. 

Philadelphia Wharton married first. Sir George Lockhart, president of the court of 
session in Scotland, by whom she had issue ; and secondly captain John Ramsay, by 
whom she also had issue.* 

Wharton Notes. 

1. — Hiilip, fourth lord Wharton, by will dated 1st February, and proved the 21st, 
anno 1695-6, gives a legacy to his second son Goodwin. 

2. — ^Thomas, fifth lord, in his will 13th September, 1715, mentions his daughters 
Jane and Lucy, his niece, Margaret Ramsay, daughter of his sister, lady Lockhart, his 
nephews AnJ:hony and John Keck, sons of Francis Keck, of Great Tew, in the county 
of Oxford, esq. 

3. — Lucy lady Wharton, relict of the fifth lord, in her wiD, proved 20th February, \. 

1716-17^ names her daughters Jane and Lucy. i. 

4. — Goodwin Wharton, by his will dated 30th September, 1704, proved 19th it 

March following, gives his estate in the county of Cumberland to his son Hezekiah law^ > '<< 
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» The family of Wharton ia capable of much more lUiutration than any printed peerages have giren it ; but ae y 

all the titles limited to iasae male, are absolutely extinct, and the barony under forfeiture, the present account may be 
deemed sufficient to show in whom the barony would otherwise be vested. 
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fMy begotten. This will was disputed, but the 16th March, 1704-5, was established, and 
on the nineteenth administration was granted to the guardian of Hezekiah, calling him- 
self Wharton alias Knowles. 

5. — Major Dunch, first husband of Margaret Wharton, by his will proved 4th 
March, 1679> appoints the honourable Thomas Wharton, his wife's brother, trustee, and 
his dear wife Margaret sole executrix — ^names his two daughters and the child she was then 
big with. N.B. — ^this child appears to have been a son, Wharton Dunch, mentioned in 
a preceding account. 

6. — Sir George Lockhart, first husband of Philadelphia Wharton (whose marriage 
settlement is dated the 2nd September, 1679, died circ. 1703, when administration was 
granted to George his son the 19th of November. 

7* — ^June the 16th, 1688, administration of the effects of William, fourth son of 
Philip lord Wharton, was granted to his father. 

8. — Maria Teresa O'Neal, duchess of Wharton, and relict of duke Philip, by her 
will dated 23rd December, 1775> and proved 26th February, 1777^ gives legacies to her 
kinswoman Mrs. Vickers, her niece Mrs. Eleanor (ySeime, also gives the remainder of 
her fortune among Francis, Joseph, John, and Frances Magdalen, the four children of 
her deceased brother Cammerford, and appoints her nephews Francis and Hugh Ham- 
mersley, of Spring Gardens, esquires, executors. She was buried at St. Ptocras, 20th 
February, 1777- 

9. — Lady Lucy Wharton, wife of Sir William Morice (but divorced) died 2nd Feb- 
ruary, 1738-9, and on the 2nd of March administration of her goods was granted to her 
sister lady Jane Coke. She was buried at Hammersmith, 11th February, 1738-9. 

10. — ^The 20th February, 1728-9, administration of the goods of John Holt, esq., was 
granted to his widow lady Jane, formerly Wharton, and afiber married to Robert Coke? 
esq., at Hillingdon, in the county of Middlesex, 13 June, 1733. 

11. — ^Lady Jane Coke, by her wUl, dated 22nd September, 1757? and proved the 19th 
of January 1761, bequeaths her estate to Anna Maria Draycot, spinster of Clarges-street, 
Piccadilly, who afterwards married the earl of Pomfret; buried at Sunbury. 

12. — On the death of Hezekiah, son of Goodwin Wharton, administration, with will 
annexed, was granted the 7th of December 1711^ of his goods, to Elizabeth Lloyd, widow. 

Sir George Lockhart, of Camwath, N.B., ^Philadelphia, daughter of Philip, 4th Lord Wharton, 
President of the Court of Session. died 3 July, 1722, buried at Chelaea. 

I ' 

George Lockhart, son and heir.=r=Enphemia, daughter of Alexander, Earl of EgUngtonn. 

1. George, admitted coheirto Lad7=7= 2. Alexander, after Lord 3. Iliomas, s. p. 5. '^Hlliam, s. p. Female 

Jane Coke in the manor of Colken- I Corrington : Issue, three 4. James, s. p. 6. Philip, s. p. issne. 

nington, co. Middx., 5 April, 1 763 | sons and four daughters. DtriMM in the woi of the Dnkc of WhMton, im. 
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1. Georae, 2. JaiDflB> a Count of tbtf^. ... 8. CluMrles Lockhart Mc Donald whose dementina, mar, tibo 9ai|. 
obiit Titl Empire and a General in | .... grandson Sir Chas. Mc Donald Lockhart John Gordon, second son 
patriSy s.p. the Imperial Service. J had a dan. Mary Jane Ut. 27 Apr. 1826. of the Earl of Abojne. 

1. Charles Count Lockhart, ob. s. p. 2. Teresa Lockkart.=r=Sir Charles Ross. 3. Matilda.=^Anthony Anfrere, Esq. 

I ■ J ' I I 

Martha Ro6S.=pSir Thomas Cochrane, K. B. George Anfrere. Matilda Anfrere, mar. George Barclay, Esq. 

H I — I ■' 1 

1. Alexander Dondaa Cockrane Ross Wishart QallUe. 2. Charles. 3. Maria. 4. Matilda. 
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WILLIAMS OF THAME.— (1 Qubbn Mart.) 

* Baron., SiR JoHN WiLLiAMS of the same parentage (as Dugdale recites*) with Sir Richard 

p. 393. ' Williams; who assumed the simame of CromweU, temp. Henry VIII.^ was second son ^ 

to 8ir< John WiHiams^ of Bnrfield, in the county of Berks., by EKzabeth his wife^ daughter I 

and coheir to- Richard More, of Burfield, esq. This Sir John haviag been made a knight 

by king Henry VIII. enjoyed many high employments and places during his reign, and 

m the SB Henry YIII. was constituted treasurer of the court of augmentations* Upon 

the death of king Edward YI., he was among the fipst who appeared in arms for the su<s 

cession of queen Mary, by whom, in consideration of his services, he was solemnly eveated 

lord Williams of Thame, at her palace of St. James's, on the 5th of April, in the first 

year o£ her reign, having also his writ of summons to parliament, where he took his place 

t Jonm. Dmn. on the same fifUi day acoordingly,t his writ bemg directed ^^ Johanrd fFUUams ds Thame, 

^^^' CKVt!^ and in the. 1 and 2» Philip and Mary, similarly, with the addition of ^ Cimefaitio 

% Diigd. Lists Hoifiixi!^^ In d»e reign of queen ElizabeA he was also in high fttvour, and having been 

summoned to parliament from die I to the 5 and 6 queen Mary, died the 1 queen ^Etaor 

beth, at Ludlow, being then lord president of her council in the principiJity of Wales. 

He was twice married, first to Elizabeth, widow of Andrew Edmonds, of Cressing 
Temple^ in the county of Essex, and daughter and coheir of Thomas Bledlow, by Eliza- 
beth his wife« one of the- daughters and coheirs of Sir Humphrey Starkey, chief baron of 
the ezohequei^ by which ISizabeth, who died before him, i& 1556, the S and 4 Philip and 
Ma^, and was buried at Ryoote, he had two sons, Henry, and Francis, who died in his 
lifetime, s.p., and two daughters, Isabel, and Margery. His second wife (who survived 
him) was Margery, daughter of Thomas lord Wentworth, but by her he had not any 
issue. 

Dugdale hi^s mentioned, (as before observed) that lord Williams was solemnly created, 
and h&s inserted his name in tiiiat part of his Baronage which treats of creations by letter^ 
patent, but at the same time has stated» that no patent is enrolled, hence it is to be ooa- 
duded that he was a baron by writ of summons; and on the precedent of the lately 



■ 
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adjudged case of the barony of Yaux^ of Harroden^* the barony on his decease without * Coram 
surviTing issue male, fell into abeyanoe between his two daughters and coheirs, Isabel and 
Margery (or Margaret), which latter married Henry Norris, and in the partition of the 
inheritance obtained the lordship of Rycote, in the county of Oxford, and in her moiety 
of the barony of Williams, o! Thame, is represented by the earl of Abingdon, her heir 
general. 

Isabel the eldest daughter and coheir, bad Thame, and married Sir Richard Wen* 
man, whose grandson Sir Richard, was knighted at the taking of Cadiz, temp, queen 
Elizabeth, and was afterwards by king Charles I., anno 1628, by letters patent, created 
baron Wenman of Eilmaynham, and viscount Wenman of Tuam, in the kingdom of 
Ireland.t In 1603, after the accession of James I. he is said to have presented a peti- t Beatun's 

PoL Illd68 

tion to the king for the barony of Thame, conceiving that he had a right thereto by des- 
cent from his grandmother Isabel Wenman, but as it was not determined the title still 
reioaio^ dormant. He died and was buried at Twyford, in the county of Buckingham, 
in 1640, leaving 

Thomas his son and heir, second viscount Wenman, who married Margaret, daugh- 
ter and heir of Edmund Hampden, of Hartwell, in the county of Buckingham, by whom 
he had an only son Richard, who died in his lifetime in 1646, s.p., and six daughters, 
which on his decease in 1664 became his coheirs. Of these, 

Frances Wenman married Richard Samwell, of Upton, in the county of Northamp- 
ton, by whom she had a son Thomas, created a baronet in 1 675, and several daughters iX t VideBaron- 
M&rgaret and Agnes Wenman died young; Penelope married Thomas Cave, of Stamford, ^^^' 
in the county of Northampton, created a baronet in 1641 ;§ Elizabeth married Grevile $ n^id. 
Vemey, esq.; and Mary married Francis Wenman, of Caswel, esq., and died in 1657> 
aged twenty-four, having had issue four sons and a daughter Elizabeth. || Among the n Mon. Inicr* 
descendant representatives of these daughters of Thomas, second viscount Wenman, the ^ **'**^' 
moiety of Isabel, eldest daughter and coheir of John lord Williams, of Thame, is vested 
in abeyance. 

WILINTON, OR WYLINGTON.— (5 Bdw. IIL) 

John de Wilinton had summons to parliament the 3, 4, 10, 11, 12, and 13 Edw. 

III.,1f to whom succeeded % Dngd. Liits 

Ralph de Wilinton his son, who had summons the 16 Edw. III. to a great council 
to, be holden at Westminster, which wai| alterward3 prorogued,*"*^ and his name Ss not ** ibid, 
again mentioned in any subsequent writs of summons* Dugdale says^ he died tibe 22 *t Baron., tol. 
Edw. III., s.p., leaving Ralph de Wilinton his uncle and heir, aged fifty. In which res^ '' ^' 
pect the barony may be presumed to have become extinct. 
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The 1 Richard IL a John de WiKnton is named among fihe peers present at the 
* Coron. Rot. coronation of that king.* The 20 Richard II., John, brother and heir of Ralph, son and 
heir of John de Wilinton, held the manor of Knighton, in the county of Dorset, and 
lands and manors in other oonnties, Isabel wife of William Beanmont, and John Wroth, 
junior, being his next heirs. In the 2 Hen. YI. Isabel, wife of William Beaumont, held 
Knighton, and other lands and manors in Wiltshire, Berkshire, &c. — ^Vide Lysons' Magna 
t VoLi. Berks. Britannia,t citing Escheats 20 Richard II. and the 2 Hen. YI. 



WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY.— (7 Edw. II.) 

t Banm. vol. SiB WiLLiAM DuGDALE, citing GloYcr, asserts^ that William de Willoughby mairied 
*' ^' Alice, daughter and coheir of John Bee, lord of ESresby, in the county of Lincoln, and 

had issue Robert, who the 4 Eklw. II. was found heir to Anthony Bee, bishop of Durham, 

viz : son and heir of Alice, daughter of John, brother to that bishop, and then aged forty ; 
h Synopos but Sir Harris Nicolas§ states that Robert Willoughby married the said Alice,' which 
▼ol. ii p. 690. Robert Willoughby was summoned to parliament the 7 Edw. II. (1313), and died in 

1316, leaving Margaret his wife, daughter of the lord Deincourt, sunriving, and 

John de Willoughby his son and heir, who had summons firom the 6 to the 23 
II Vide Tol. it Edw. III., in which year he died, having married Joane, one of the sisters and coheirs|| 

of Thomas de Roscelyn, and had issue 

John de Willoughby his son and heir, who had summons from the 24 to the 44 

Edw. III., and died the 46th, leaving by Cecily his wife, daughter of Robert, and one of 
f Vide Snffblk the sisters and coheirs of William de Ufford, earl of Suffolk.^ 

Robert de Willoughby his eldest son and successor, a distinguished commander in 

the wars of France, he had summons from the 24 Edw. III. to the 18 Richard II., and 

died the 20th. In the 5 Richard II. he was found upon the death of William, earl of 
** Dugd. Suffolk, to be one of his coheirs,** whereby he became entitled to a moiety of that earl- 
ii., p. 84. dom, which is considered to have been created by writ. He was thrice married. By 

his first wife, Alice Skipwith, he had a son William his successor; and by Elizabeth, 
«t Ibid. another wife, widow of John Nevill lord Latimer,*t four sons, viz : Robert, who died 

young ; Thomas, ancestor of lord Willoughby de Broke ; John ; and Br]nin.*' 

* Upon the presumption of the accuracy of that leaned critic, Sir Harris Nicolas, the name of Robert WiUonghby 
has under the article of Bee been given as the husband of Alice Bee, altiiongh differing from Dugdak and CoDinSi and 
from the former statement of the Editor in the second Tolume of his Dormant and ESxtinct Baronage. 

^ In Longmate's Supplement to CoDins's Peerage he asserts all his issue to have been by his first wife Alice 
Skipwith, which is also so stated in a MS. pedigree of nobility by Henry St. George, who names his three wires, vis : 
first, Alice Skipwith, by whom he had his children ; second, Margaret Zouche ; third, Elisabeth Latimer. In this 
instance Dugdale was in error ; and the following of his statement as above, is merely to show the authority on which 
it is corrected. 
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William, fifth lord Willoughby, was summoned from the 20 Richard IL to the 11 
H^i. IV., in which year he died, having had issue by Lucy, daughter of Roger lord 
Strange, of Knokyn, Robert his son and heir, and Thomas a second son, father of Robert 
Willoughby hereafter mentioned. 

Robert Willoughby, son and heir» sixth baron, had summons from the 12 Hen. IV. 
to the 29 Hen. VI., and died the year following. He married Maud, daughter and co- 
heir of Sir Richard Stanhope, by Maud his wife, sister and heir to Ralph the last lord 
Cromwell of Tatshall,* and by her left issue a sole daughter and heiress Joan,t who * "^uie Crom- 
married Sir Richard Welles, son and heir apparent of Xeo lord Welles, which f Pat. Rot. 31 

xicii. VI., in. 
2. 

WELLES LORD WILLOUGHBY. 

Sir Richard Welles, as before mentioned,^ was summoned to parliament as lord t^^WeUes. 
Willoughby vit& patris, and had issue a son Robert who died s.p., and a daughter Joan, 
heir to her brother, who married Richard Hastings, summoned to parliament as lord 
Welles, and had a son Anthony who died vit& patris, s.p., whereby, all issue of Sir Rich- 
ard Welles lord Willoughby having failed, the barony of Willoughby reverted to the next 
heir, in the person of William Willoughby, which 



WILLOUGHBY REVIVED. 

William Willoughby was grandson of Robert Willoughby, son and heir of Thomas, 
uncle to the aforesaid Joan, wife of Sir Richard Welles, which Robert married Cecily, 
one of lihe daughters and eventually coheirs of Leo lord Welles, and thus rather singu- 
larly, by this alliance brought into his family a moiety of the barony of Welles, which 
family had before acquired the barony of Willoughby. The said 

William Willoughby, the 19 Hen. VII., was found one of the coheirs of Leo lord 
Welles, as also of Sir Richard and Sir Robert Welles, and shared in the partition of their 
estates.§ He had summons from the 1 to the 14 Hen. VIII., and died the I7th, leaving i lUd. 
issue one sole daughter and heir Catherine, which 



BERTIE LORD WILLOUGHBY. 

Catherine Baroness Willoughby married, first, Charles Brandon, the famous 

duke of Suffolk, and had two sons who died at an early age, s. p. : her second husband ir Vi^ Banks* 

was Robert Bertie, esq., by whom she had || ]^, 
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Peiegrine Bertie, her son and heir, who on the decease of his mother claimed, and 
was allowed the barony of Willoughby, and had summons to parliament from the 23 to 
the 39 queen Elizabeth. He died circ. 1601, leaving 

Robert Bertie, his son and heir, who by the despription of ^^ Roberto Bertie Domino 
WUUmghby (de Eresby) Ch^Pr^^ had summons to parliament from the 3 James I. to the 
1 Charles I., after when, in 1626, he was created earl of Lindsey, and was, as such, intro* 
* Joiini.Doin. duced into the House the 20 March, 1627** From this period the barony became meiged 
in the earldom, and so continued till Robert^ his great-grandson, the fourth earl^ was 
advanced to the dignity of duke of Ancaster, whose great-grandson Robert, the fourth 
duke, dying s. p., in 1779, the earldom and dukedom devolved upon the next heir male, 
and the barony of Willoughby of Eresby fell into abeyance between his two sisters and 
coheirs, viz : Priscilla Barbara Elizabeth, who married Peter Burrell, esq. ; and Geor- 
giana Charlotte, who married George James, fourth earl of Cholmondeley, which 



BURRELL LORD WILLOUGHBY. 

Lady Pbiscilla Barbara Elizabeth Bertie in 1780 had the abeyance of the 
barony determined in her fftvour. Upon her death it descended to her son, the present 
baron WiUoughby of Eresby, and baron Gwyder in right of his father, who had been so 
created during the lifetime of his lady, the baroness ; with reference whereto the reader 
may find an account in the Peerage of the sagacious Mr. Burke, or in Lodge's more accu- 
rate and erudite edition. 



WILLOUGHBY DE BROKE.— (7 Hen. VII.) 



Thomas Willouohbt, a younger son of Robert, fourth baron WiUoughby of Eresby, 

t VldeLatiiiiAr married Elizabeth, sister and coheir to John Neville lord Latimer $t and from him des- ! 

cended | 

Robert Willoughby, who the 7^ II9 and 12 Hen. YIL had summons to parliament by 1. 1 

writ directed ''Boberto WiUoughby de Broke Ch'Pr,-''^ and died drc 1 7 Hen* YIL, leaving ] \ 

Robert his son and heir, who had summons the 3 Hen. VIII., as ^Roberto WiUoughby '■ ':| 
de Brook Ch'Pr/' m the 6tl| as '' 7%e Lord Brooke, Sir Robert WiUoughby/' and the 7th 



\ 



^ Dngdale, in bis index to his Writs of Summons has omitted the name of this Robert, though he has recited it f "^ 

in the writs of the yean abofe mentioned. Sir John WHlonghby, his father, married Alice, daughter and heir of Sir \ 

Edmnnd Cheney, of Brooke, (or Broke,) in tiie connty of Wilts ; and he was son of Sir John 'WiUoiighby, by Joan, { 
his wife, daughter of . . a Welby ; Which Sir John was son and heir of llkomss, by Elitabeth Lathner, his wilb.-^ 
Robert was therefore great-grandion, and not grandson, as called by Dngdale and Sir Hafrif Mtooks. 



BARONIA ANOLICA GONCBNTBATA. 465 

as ^^ Roberto WiUtmghby de Brooke <!VPr/'^ It was this lord who had the contest witib * Dof* Lto 
Richard Nevil lord Latimer for the barony of Latiuner^ as noticed under that article.t tVideLatUner. 
He was twice married; first to Elisabeth, eldest daughter and coheir of Richard lord 
Beanchamp de Powyke^ by whom he had Edward, his son and heir apparent, who $YideBanki'9 
predeceased him, leaving by Margaret his wife, daughter of Richard Nevil, three daugh- Btr^vol. iU. 
ters his coheirs^ hereafter mentioned ; his second wife was Dorothy, daughter of Tho- 
mas Grey, marquess of Dorset, by whom he had two sons, Henry and William, who 
died of the sweating sickness, s.p., and two daughters, viz., Elizabeth, who married John, 
son and heir apparent of William P^ulet, first marquess of Winchester ; and Anne, who 
married Charles, son and heir apparent to William Blount lord Montjoy. Deceasing 
the 13 Hen. VIII., wi&out surviving issue male, the barony fell into abeyance between 
tiie three daughters and coheirs of Edward, his eldest son, before named.^ Of which 
daughters, 

Elizabeth Willoughby married Sir Fulke GreviUe ; Anne died young ; and Blanch 
became the wife of Francis, or Sir Francis Dawtrey, and died s.p. 

In 1695 the barony was claimed by and allowed to Sir Richard Vemey, as eventually 
heir of the body of the said Elizabeth Willoughby by her husband. Sir Fulke Greville.§ S Joum. Dom. 
By this family of Vemey, the barony is now possessed, as may be seen in the printed 1695.' 
peerages of the day. 



WINDSOR.— (5 Ric. II.) 

William de Windsors, or Windsor, said to be descended firom William Fits Other, 
who at the time of the general survey held divers lordships, and being castellan of Wind* 
sor assumed that surname, married Alice Perers, or Piers, the notorious concubine of 
king Edward III., in his dotage, and had summons to parliament the 5, 6, and 7 Ric. II., 
as ^'TfUlielmo de Wyndesore/* but never after. His name is omitted in Dugdale's index 
to his writs of summons, though mentioned in the body of the writs for the aforesaid 
years. 

Whether he died s.p. seems controverted. Dugdale, in his Warwickshire,!! states that |t p. 435, 
his three daughters became his coheirs, of which Joane, the elder, married Robert Skeme, 
of Eingston-upon-Thames, who in her right possessed Compton Murdac in that county, 
(Warwick), and in Collectanea Topographica et Oenealogicalf it is also recited that be 1 ^oi- !▼•* p* 
left three daughters coheirs, and that his lands were in Wilts, Kent, Somerset, and Dor- 
set ; but against this, Collins^* asserts that he died the 15 th of September, 8 Richard II., ** Edit. 1768 
leaving his three sisters his heirs, viz : Isabel, aged thirty-eight ; Christian, wife of Sir 

b Vide Rot. Ftoi 27 Hen. VIII., for lettleiiieBt of the lands of lord WiUoaglibjy act penes anctoie. 
VOL. I. Kkk 
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JJ^- »» William Morlcux, aged thirty-four; and Mai^ery, wife of John Duket, aged thirty-two;* 
moreover^ that Joan was daughter of Alice Piers^ by another husband. The parliament 

J. 327.^' rolls of 17 Richard Il.f recite a petition from Joan, daughter of the said AUce Perns, 
alias Wyndesore, touching certain rights therein mentioned, as appertaining to her the 
said Joan. 

t SfDOfUM, It is said by Sir Harris Nicolas,^ that the nuncupative will of lord Windsor, sap- 

' ^ ' ' ports the opinion that he died s.p. ; but Alice his widow in her testament, dated anno 

1400, speaks of three daughters, Joan, Jane, and another daghter Joan, to the latter of 

which (whom she describes as her youngest) she gives her manor of Gaines in Upmin- 

I Vid.'Mowiit, ster, county of Essex,§ and to her other daughters all her manors, which John Windsor, 

'or others by his consent, had usurped. It is therefore very doubtful whether he died 

with or without lawful issue; and consequently whether the barony is extinct or dormant 

in his descendants. 



WINDSOR OF STANWELL.— (21 Hbn. VIII.) 

In Ck>llins^s Peerage is a very elaborate account of the origin of this ancient family ; but 
Ougdale not indulging in so long a detail, begins this branch with stating, that 

Thomas de Windsor, only son and heir of Miles de Windsor, grandson of Bryan, wha 
was grandson of Sir James, brother of Sir William, who had summons to parliament (as 
before mentioned) the 5 Ric. IL, married Elizabeth, daughter and coheir of John Andrews, 
of Baylham, in the county of Suffolk, esq.; and had issue 

Andreas (or Andrews) Windsor, who was summoned to parliament the 21 Hen. VIIL, 

and being then introduced therein, paid the usual fee of twenty shillings, demanded by 

R Dngd. Lifte the Ghurter King of Arms.|| He was also summoned in the 25 and 28 Hen. VIII., with 

the addition of ^* De StamoeW to his name. He died circ. 35 Hen. VIII., having had 

issue by his wife, Elizabeth, sister and coheir to Ekiward Blount lord Montfoy, several 

Y Bnried at SOUS, whereof Gteorge, the eldest, having ^Mredeceased him, s.p.,1[ he was succeeded by 

Q^_^ J[ William his second son, who according to Dugdale's Lists of Summons, was called 

Wa«?v,p.S29 to parliament from the 31 to the 35 Hen. VIII., but as his father was not then dead, 

there appears to have been an error in the substitution of the name of William for that 

of Andreas, or Andrews. He was afterwards summoned to the 6 Philip and Mary 

1558, in which year be deceased, and was succeeded by* 

» He had teTcral other soni elder to Edward, all of which died in his lifetime ; of these Thomas married Doro- 
thy, daughter of Thomas lord Dacre, and as appears by his will dated in 1552 (6 Edw. VI.)f is styled of Princes Ris- 
borongh, in the county of Buckingham, and had a daughter Anne, who by Lysons, (MMff. Brii,, voL t., p. 6S8J, ia 
stated to haTC married Sir Henry Grey, which if so, and she had had any issue, such issue would have been entitlecL 
to the socoeaiion of the barony before Bdward» her father's younger brother.. 
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Edward^ his eldest surviving son and heir^ who had summons from the 5 to the 18 
of queen Elizabeth^ and died abroad. By his will he directed that his body should be 
buried at Leige, and his heart at Bradenham, which was performed^ and contained in an 
oval shaped leaden case^ occupies a nidie in the vault beneath the patron's chancel at 
Bradenham, and bears the following inscription, viz : ^' Herein is the heart of Edward 
lord Windsor who died at Spa, January 24, 1574/' 

Frederick, his eldest son, was his successor, and had summons to parliament the 
23 queen Eldzabetl^ and died the 28 Elizabeth, s«p., unmarried, when the barony de- 
volved upon. 

Henry his brother and heir,^ who was summoned from the 28 queen Elizabeth to 
the 1 James I., and died in 1605^ having had issue by Anne his wife, daughter and co- 
heir of Sir Thomas Rivet, of Chippenham, in the county of Cambridge, four sons and 
five daughters, whereof three only lived to maturity, Thomas his successor, and two 
daughters ; of which, Elizabeth, senior, married Dixie Hickman, esq., and Elizabeth, 
junior, married her cousin Andreas Windsor, esq.*^ * Mmi' hue, 

Thomas, only surviving son, sixth baron, is remarkable for the sumptuous entertain- 
ment he gave to the Grandees and Court of Spain, when, in 1623, he was sent rear-ad- 
miral of the fleet, to bring back prince Charles from that country. His equipage and 
expenses in that employment standing him in, at his own chaige, no less than fifteen thou- 
sand pounds, a rare instance of munificence for the honour of his country, and certainly 
not followed at the present day, by those, who, appointed to such like offices, rather seek 
them for emolument than for national glory. Having been summoned to parliament 
£rom the 18 James I. to the 15 Charles I. he died soon after, in 1642, s.p., having 
settled his whole estate on his nephew Thomas Windsor Hickman, (which christian name 
he gave to him at his baptism) upon condition that he assumed the name and arms of 
Windsor. 



apud TMicik. 



WINDSOR HICKMAN, BARON WINDSOR. 

To this Thomas Windsor Hickman, and his heirs, his majesty Charles II. confirmed the 
barony of Windsor, with such place in parliament as his predecessors had enjoyed, by 
patent dated the 12th of August, anno the 12th of his reign ; and he had summons to 

ft Edward, next brother to this Henry, has the foUowing notke taken of him by Dr. Rsirlinsoiiy vis : " Habntt 
permiikos filios iiliasqiie ; sed ^eaeftcii arte tuns ne Thomas Sextos Baro Windsor (sni nepos) haberet ezftom 
ipaemet dei jndicio com namerosft prole periit." 

b CoDina (edition 1768) says she had not any issne by him, and married secondly, Sir James Warr, nditoro 
general of Ireland, and that descendants from her were still existing. 
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pariiament the 13, 31, and 32 Charles II., aftar when, in 1682, 84 Charles IL, he was 

advanced to (iie dignity of earl of HymouA. He died in 1687, and was snoceeded by J. 

his grandson, ' 

Other Windsor, son and heir of his eldest son Other, who died vit& patris, which 
Odier, second earl, died in 1727^ leaving 

Other Windsor his son and heir, third earl, who deceased in 1732, and was suc- 
ceeded by his son and heir 

Other Windsor, fotutii earl, who died in 177^5 leaving his son and heir. 

Other Hickman Windsor, the fifth earl, who died in 1799, leaving by Sarah his wife, 
eldest daughter and coheir of Andrew the last lord Archer, a son Other Archer, his suc- 
cessor, and two daughters, viz : Maria, who married Arthur Hill, marquess of Down- 
shire ; and Harriot, who married the Honourable Robert Henry Clive, second son of 
Edward, earl of Powys, which 

Other Archer, sixth earl of Plymouth, dying in 183 — y s. p., the earldom devolved 
upon his uncle Andrew, as next heir male, but the barony of Windsor fell into abeyance 
between his two sisters before named. 

The earldom of Plymouth has however lately become extinct, as presumed for want 
of issue male ; but diere is reason to believe that such issue male still exists in some in- 
dividual, though of very distant lineage. 



THOMAS WINDSOR.— (5 and 6 Philip and Mary.) 

Thb name of Th6mas Windsor appears with that of William Windsor in the writ of 
* Dngd. Lifts summons to parliament the 5 and 6 Philip and Mary;* but Sir Harris Nicolas, in his 
^ Synopsis, remarks that the insertion is probably an error by the person who transcribed 

t Synoptii, the lists from the roll ;t yet, as the name of William his brother has place in the same 
ToL ii.,p. 701. ^^ ^^ would seem that his name was not inserted erroneously. In the will of Andreas, 

the first baron, he mentions this Thomas as his fourth son, and gives legacies to his 

da\ighters Anne and Ursula, and in defoult of issue to Peter, Miles, and Andrews Windsor. 

Iliis Thomas married Mary, daughter and heir of Thomas Bokenham, of Berkshire, esq, 
t Vol. iii., and had issue two daii^hters and three sons, but Collins says:^ ^^ issue is remaining from 

p. 71,Bdition .« 

1768. tnem. 

WODESTOCK.— (14 Edw. II.) 

Edmund Plantaoenet, youngest son of king Edw. L, had summons to parliament the 
14 Edw. II., as ^^ Edmund de Wbdesti^/' but was not included in the next writ, being 



■ 



■^ 
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then created earl of KenL by iriiich titte he was samnumed the 15 Edw. IL* He mar* * i^* ^^^ 

'. of Sum. 

lied Margaiety siater and heir to Thomas lord Wake, but was attainted and his honomrs 
all forfeited* 

Edmimd his son and heir was restored, and died in ISSS, 8.p«, leaving John, his bro- 
ther and heir, who also died s.p. in 1352, when Joan his sister, became his heir, who, jure 
matris, was entitLod to the barony of Wake,t as also to that of Wodestock, if any was f Vide Wake. 
created by virtue of the writ of the 14 Edw. 11. This great heiress called from her beauty. 



<< the Fair Maid ^/Kmii,'' married Sir Thomas Holland, K.6.,t and afterwards Edward t Vide Hoi. 

land 

the Black Prince, by whom she was mother of king Richard II. 



ZOUCHE OP ASHBY.— (25 Edw. L) 

The family of Zouche is represented by the heralds to be derived from the earls of Brit- 
tany, though as Dugdale observes,§ they do not all deduce the line of descent in every $ Baron., toI. 
point alike; which, if these learned persons do not concord with each other, they then *' 
can have little reason to accuse modem authors for inaccuracy, who look to them for 
authority. 

Roger le Zouche, living in the time of king John, was father of Alan le Zouche, who 
married Elene, one of the daughters and coheirs of Roger de Quinci, earl of Winchester, 
and had issue Roger, his heir, and Eudo le Zouche, of Haryngworth, hereafter mentioned, 
which Roger died circ. 13 Edw. I., leaving 

Alan le Zouche, his son and heir, who had summons to parliament from the 25 
Edw. I. to the 7 Edw. 11. In the 26 Edw. I. he was summoned to Carlisle equis et 
annis, and in the writ was styled a baron, || those then summoned being all distinguished t| Dog. lifts 
by their respective ranks. In the 29 Eidw. I. he was one of those barons who subscribed 
the letter to the pope, being designated ^' Alanus le Zouche, DotninM de A»hby^ and in 
the 1 Edw. II. had summons to his coronation.^ At hb decease circ 7 Edw. II., he Y Vidowritfai 
left three daughters his coheirs, whereof Elena (or Eleanor) married, first, Nichohis de 
St. Maur, and secondly, Alan de Charlton : Maud, Robert de Holland ; and Elizabeth, 
the youngest, was a nun at Brewode, in the county of Stafford. Thus, not having any 
issue male, his barony fell into abeyance, in which it still remains, among the descen- 
dants and representatives of his two daughters** EHeanor and Maud. ** Vide St. 

^ Maur & HoU 



land. 



ZOUCHE OP HARYNGWORTH. 

EuDO L.B ZoucHB, uuclc of the before mentioned Alan, married Milicent, relict of 
Roger de Montalt according to Dugdale, but oiJohm de Monlalt accorc&ig to Sir Harris 
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* f^P*^'fto Nichalas,* sister and coheir to George de Cantilupe, baron of Bergavenny, on (he par- 
tition of whose lands he obtained the manor of Haryngworth, in the county of North* 
ampton. The said Milicent deceasing circ. 27 Edw. I., her son and heir, 

William le Zouche, doing his homage, had livery of her inheritance, and had sum- 
t Dug. idfU mons to parliament from the 2 to the 17 Edw. II., as William le Zoache;t but in that 
^^^' year, and from thence to the 26 Edw. III., with the addition of ^de Harynffwarth.^' But 

it is to be noticed that in the writs of the 20th of November, 22 Edw. III., the 25th of 
November, the 24 Edw. III., and the 15th of November, the 25 Edw. III., the name 
t nwi. of William le Zoudie de Haryngworth has Junior added to it,} which seems to intimate 

that his son and not himself was summoned in those years ; but this is not of any im- 
portance with reference to the descent of the barony. He married Maud, daughter of 
John lord Lovel, of Tichmersh, and had issue a son Eudo, who predeceased him the 19 
§ Vide Inge. Edw. 11.,^ leaving by Joan his wife, daughter and eventually heiress of William Inge,§ 
a son William, heir and successor to his grandfather, which 

William le Zouche had summons till his death the 5 Richard II., when he was suc- 
ceeded by 

William le Zouche his son and heir, who was summoned from the 6 to the 18 Ric 
II. ; and in the 15 Ric. II. was by some inquisitions found next heir to John de Hast- 
ings, earl of Pembroke, viz: son and heir of William, son of Eudo, son of William, son 
of Milicent, daughter and one of the heirs to William de Cantilupe, brother to Nicholas, 
father of William, fiather of Nicholas, father of William, father of another William who 
died s.p. His son and heir 

William le Zouche, fourth baron, had' summons from the 20 Ric* II. to the 2 Hen. 
v.; and dying the next year, was succeeded by another 

William, the fifth baron, summoned from the 4 Hen. YI. to the 2 Edw. IV. He 
I Tide St. married Alice, daughter and heir of Richard baron St. Maur,|| and thereby brought 
that barony to be coalesced with Zouche. 

William, his son and heir, was summoned to parliament the 6 Edw. lY., as ^'WU- 
S Dng. Sam. tiam Zotiche de Haringworth CVPr.^ But Sir Harris Nicolas states** that he was sum- 
▼61, iLfS?7ib. naoned as "JBaron St. MauTyjure matrisJ' He died the following year, leaving 

John his son and heir, seventh baron, who had summons the 22 Edw. lY. and 1 Ric 

III., with whom taking part, he was attainted the 1 Hen. YIL; but the attainder was 

reversed afterwards, and he had summons to parliament from the 1 to the 7 Hen. YIII. 

*t Vide Dyn- He married Joan, one of the sisters and coheirs to John lord Dynham,*t and dying circ. 

18 Hen. YIII., left another 

John, his son and heir, the eighth baron, who had summons from the 21 Hen. YIII. 



He diedat Parit.^(TNlf ile<. P«^., mI. tt., p. 432, No. 29.J 
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to the 2 Edw. VI.; and by bis will dated the 4 Edw. VI. desired to be buried in the chapel 
at Harjnagworth, where other of his ancestors lay interred. 

Richard le Zouche, his son and heio was summoned the 5 Edw. VI.^ and died the 
next year^ leaving 

George his son and heir, the tenth baron, who had summons from the 6 Edw. VI. 
to the 8 queen Elizabeth, and died the 11th, being succeeded by his son and heir 

Edward, the eleventh and last lord Zouche of Haryngworth, who had summons 
from the IS queen Elizabeth to the 1 Charles I., 1625, when he died without issue male» 
leaving two daughters hia coheirs : whereof, Elizabeth married^ William Tate, of De la 
Pre, in the county of Northampton, gent,,, (afterwards Sir William ;) and Mary, who 
married first Thomas Leighton, esq., by whom she had issue ;^ and secondly to William 
Connard, esq., s*p. 

From this period, 1625, the barony remained in abeyance until Sir Cecil Bishop, 
bart., descended through the family of Hedges, from Elizabeth Zouche, wife of William 
Tate> preferred a claim, which, after much delay, difficulty, and discussion, was reported 
by the the lords' committee of privileges in his favor, and the king, in August 1815, was 
pleased to determine the abeyance in his behalf. 

Sir Cecil, thus admitted as lord Zouche, died in 1828, s. p. m. s., when the barony 
fell into abeyance between his daughters, and has since been determined.* * Vide the 

The abeyance determined in the case of Sir Cecil, by the house of lords, was, viz : 

Sir Cecil Bishop, heir of Catherine Tate, eldest daughter of Bartholomew Tate ; and 
Mrs. Oliver, Mrs. Hemmings, and Mrs. Howell, coheirs of Mary, the youngest daughter 
of the said Bartholomew Tate ; and the descendants (if any) of Mary, the youngest daugh- 
ter and coheir of Edward, the last lord Zouche. 

& In Walker'ft acoount of the solferiiigf of tbe elei|(3r m the tUneof the great rebeUicn, the fiunily of Tite is not 
only illegitinMitelj, bnt most contemptaooflly mentioned, and that Elizabeth Zonehe, would not have been given to 
•nch a man as Tate had she not been before pregnant. 

b Sir Harris Nicolas in his Synopsis, vol. ii. p. 711, in a note has observed, that no issue of this Mary could 
be traced after the time of tiie Commonwealth : but this is not correct ; for the Editor, when the claim of Sir Cecil 
Bishop was before the house, communicatad to a deceased herald, then concerned for Sir Cecily that he was a descent 
dant, and being asked to show in what line, he did ao ; which tiie herald said waa satisfactory, and then aaked would 
he give his consent to the determination of the abeyance ? whicb declining to do, tiie said herald afterwards, on hia 
examination before tlie Committee of Privileges, stated that he had received from the Editor, a daim, but that he would 
not support it. The perfidy of this person in other instances he also experienced. However after then, the editor, 
the 10th of May, 1825, presented a petition to his Majesty, for the barony of St. Maur, as coalesced with that of 
Zouche, but not affected by the determination of its abeyance ; and thereon, the 13th of May, obtained an order of re- 
ference to the Attorney-general (then Sir John Copley) and left it in his of&oe, with an intention of proceeding there- 
with: but being disappointed of a considerable estate which a relation had given him reason to expect, he has not 
made any ftvther proeeediogs ; poverty being a great impediment to the obtainment of ri^^ht 



Annual Peer* 
ages. 
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ZOUCHE OF MORTIMER.— (17 Edw. It) 

The paternal name of this &mily was Mortimer, and commenced in WiMam^'a younger 
son of Robert Mortimer, of Richards Castle, by Joice his wife, daughter and heir of 
* VideZoache William le Zouche, who was a younger brother to Alan, who married Elene de Gluincy,* 
and coming to possess the lordship of Ashby, assumed his mother's surname, and was 
therefore commonly distinguished as ^' TFUliam Zouche of Mortimer.'* This 

William was at first summoned to parliament as William le Zouche, the 17, 18, znS. 
19 Edw. 11. ; in the 1 and 2 Edw. IIL as '' William la Zouche de Castro Bichardif* and 
in a subsequent summons the 2 Edw. III., as '^ William la Zouche de Mortuomari f* and 
t Dugd. Liflts from thence to his death, the 10 Edw. III., by the same distinction.f He was twice 
of Sum. married : his first wife was Alice de Tony, widow of Ghiy de Beauchamp, earl of War- 

wick, by whom he had a son Alan his successor ; his second wife (whom he left surviv- 
ing) was Alianore, daughter of Gilbert de Clare, earl of Gloucester, and widow of Hugh 
le Despenser, by whom he had a son Hugh. 

Alan le Zouche, his son and heir, was never summoned to parliament, and died 
circ. 20 Ektw. III., leaving 

Hugh le Zouche, his son and heir, who never had summons, and died, as is said by 

X Bwon., Dugdale:]: leaving a son Hugh, and a daughter Joice, who by the decease of her brother 

▼ol. 1., p. 154. Hugh^ g^p^^ became his heir, and married John de Botetourt of Weoley Castle, in the 

§ V.a.,p-712 county of Wigom. With this statement Sir Harris Nicolas, in his Syiiopsis,§ agrees, 

adding that in the descendants and representatires of the aforesaid William baron Zouche 

of Mortimer, the barony is presumed now to be in abeyance. 

Burton, however, in his history of the county of Leicester, differs from Dugdale, 
and asserts that Joice, the wife of Botetourt, was daughter of WiUiam, and sister to 
Alan, his son. 

This leads to an inference, that upon the decease of Alan, he was succeeded by 
his half brotiier Hugh; whose son Hugh dying s. p., the said Joice became heir to the 
barony as sist^ to Alan, and daughter and eventually heir kA William her faliher. 
The heirs of Joice may be seen under the article of Botetourt 



THE END. 



BipoB : Printed I17 W. Hanifon. 






ADDENDA. 



Vol. I., P. 279.— (LATIMER.) 

In the pedigree of Latimer — after the two daughters of John yiscount Purbeck, and earl 
of Buckingham, who died in 1723 — ^add 

Of these daughters, lady Mary Yilliers died yit& patris, and was buried at Merton, 
in Surry, 18 May, 1703. — (Lyson^s Environs^ v. i., p. 349.) 

Lady Elizabeth Yilliers died at an advanced age in Tavistock Court, Tavistock 
Street, Covent Garden, the 4th July, 1786. She was the last child who survived her 
father. — (Vide the Annual Register y and Gentleman^ 8 Magazine for July 1786. 



Vol. I., P. 306.— (MALTRAVERS.) 

Under this article it has been stated that the barony, together with the baronies of Fits 
Alan, Clun, and Osweldestrie were annexed to the title of earl of Arundel, and were set- 
tied by act of parliament on Thomas Howard, then earl of Arundel, with remainder to 
his issue male ; and in default, with similar remainder to divers other members of the 
Howard family : whereby it would seem that the barony of Maltravers was from a barony 
originally by writ, descendable to heirs general, converted into a barony de novo, con- 
fined in succession to heirs male only. 

In 1841, the earl of Surry, eldest son of the present duke of Norfolk, was sum- 
moned to parliament* as lord Maltiavers (vit& patris); which bears to the question, whether ? 1 ^****i84i 
by such writ of summons he has acquired a barony in fee, as referring to the ancient 
barony, or whether his summons applies only to the barony in tail male, vested with 
the title of earl of Arundel, as possessed by his father. The old barony still remains, as 
presumed, in abeyance between the lords Stoufton and Petre, never having descended 
to the present duke of Norfolk. 



ERRATUM.— ToL. II. 

The last line at llie bottom of page 210 ought to follow the last line at the end of the next 
page, 211. The ezratimi may be readily perceiyedi as having inadvertently been misplaced. 



